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Measuring Ingersoll.
j ' F. J. Gould has written an appreciation of

ple*erS°~ aS Agnostic, Critic, and Prophet. He finds
re nt™ °/ ro°m for praise, and considerable need for
e-afon. But he writes with honesty, as well as
crV .farming eloquence, and there is nothing in his
sh 1dsrn at which the most ardent admirers of Ingersoll
SO a- °ffencle<L  Whether his criticism is entirely
~u“d is quite another question, and Mr. Gould will no
jll u ®be prepared to learn that others may differ from
g as much as he differs from Ingersoll.
Go p~aash ar=d Ingersoll are coupled together by Mr.
nin t aS tte ffreat Iconoclasts of the latter part of the
\WWhe.e@th century, who completed with the tongue
"Th ~°~a're an(i Paine had begun with the pen.
the practical*y doomed the orthodox faith between
Pm." We presume Mr. Gould means in the English-
akinS world. And what is the result? * Much
«jjy remains for Rationalism to do,” Mr. Gould says,
°f Can NsPense with all anxiety as to the influence
~rad]6 tracptional creeds of Christendom.” Well, if
tion and Ingersoll brought about this consumma-
tion r ™ have secured for themselves an historic im-
And if their writings and speeches all perish
that j ut”er s have practically, for it is his Table Talk
the rlaS any rea”vitality left—they may be as sure as
*t the~3™ Protestant Reformer of a distinguished place
M ajtster-roll of human emancipation,
of n i G°uld is decisively of opinion that “ the writings
ise ‘jter wiU five long as literature.” This assertion
by t-' ~made, but it can only be proved or disproved
Pronl C* ~ is literary prophecy, and every form of
cert™.ecy is dangerous. This much, at any rate, is

holds'tV t'la* neither Mr. Gould nor any other critic

gr le key of the door that leads to posterity,
that) ,£h was, by universal consent, a finer orator
dols ‘'YT'ter. His power on the platform was tremen-
audig ” e Was a yreat aboriginal force in front of an
That ,Ce' Infifersoll was a consummate orator too.

ever |s admitted by friend and foe. His oratory, how-
t°ok>vas °f a different order from Bradlaugh’s. He
them - Lat Pains to prepare his orations, and often gave
Passu ,, literary form and finish, at least in special
most f6S which is, perhaps, all that can be said of the
do\vn amous orations from the time of Demosthenes
His n ° palmy days of parliamentary eloquence,
give |gssa&es °f “remarkable pathos and brilliance ”
eming f1Gould the idea that he might have “ made an
He hai"«<r'ter”  be ~a”™ not stePPcd on the platform.
Vehemei courage ” and *“ lucidity ” and * emotional
as an llce’ ’ but the last quality, while a gain to him

relieiouOrt-Or- Was a “ demerit in him as a critic of
act history.” This may be true enough; we do
nothin™1 a t % so or not >but we certainly say that it is
and not r° purpose. The point at issue is substantial
Veheni Iterary- It is arguable that Shelley’s emotional
howdeilCe ~ a” him a bad critic of religious history, but

Poet ? Is affect the question of whether hewas a great
acegpj. j hat is quite obvious is that Mr. Gould does not
reprn”erso”'s v*ew of the role and value of religion.

1 Saperst,a- es Higersoll for treating it too much as a
by whi MIOn-" “ Religion,” he says, “was a method
~bodigj - human mind, in its earlier stages,
t'ons » . Its ethical, philosophical, and social specula-
wren&th? Tj S thL?. so true as to stand by its own
"'Quid ha might have replied—he probably

No ~Ve rePhed— that primitive religion had nothing

1'°41.
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to do with ethics, philosophy, or sociology ; that it was
simply man’s ignorant guesses as to the nature of the
universe ; that it did indeed get hitched on to truer ideas
and more important interests, but that it did them
incalculable damage by its impudent patronage.
Ingersoll said, in a brilliant passage of his last lecture,
that “ the religion of the Puritan was an unadulterated
curse.” No, says Mr. Gould, it was not—“ It had in it
virile forces which assisted the development of a freer
politics and civil life, and even helped the advance of
Freethought.” But could not Ingersoll have argued,
as Hume argued before him, that this was an accident?
Or, in other words, that the “ virile forces ” were not in
the religion of the Puritan, although they happened to
be in the Puritan himself. Perhaps we should say in
some of the Puritans, for it was only the better and
saner heads amongst those fanatics who had the least
idea of principles that went beyond opposition to the
Episcopal Church as savoring of Popery.

Mr. Gould’s criticism of Ingersoll’s crusade against
the Bible seems to us a mere statement of personal
difference. It is all very well to talk about the Bible
as a natural “ treasury ” of this, that, and the other.
Ingersoll would have differed from Mr. Gould as to the
literary and ethical value of the Bible. It is so easy to
exaggerate the human value of what we were trained to
regard as divine, even when we have abandoned the
belief in its divinity. Persons who no longer believe in
the deity of Jesus Christ will often talk the most con-
summate nonsense about his unique character and his
absolute perfection. This is the afterglow of the setting
sun of their faith. And the same delusion prevails with
respect to the Bible. When its inspiration is abandoned,
it is still lauded as the greatest book in the world.
Ingersoll did not think it so, and those who blame him
in consequence should reflect that it is time, and not
prophecy, which settles the final position of a dethroned
god or a discarded revelation. But, in any case, it was
not as a folk-loreist or a comparative mythologist that

Ingersoll took to the platform. He took to it as a
reformer. He assailed Bibliolatry. He attacked the
veneration of the Bible as the Word of God. That was

his work, and he did it splendidly. To say that he
might have done something else is only to say that
another man would have chosen a different task.
There were many men who could bring out their closet
tapers and shed a little light on the world. There was
only one man who could radiate light with the royal
munificence of a sun.

Ingersoll’s work (Mr. Gould says) contains too much
repetition, too much merely popular humor, and too
much rhetorical ornament. The repetition must be
admitted, but it was inevitable, and is not necessarily
a demerit. To presentone idea in a multitude of aspects
is a sign of vast intellectual resources. Rhetorical orna-
ment may be only an ill name for poetic expression.
Popular humor may be the humor of universal humanity.
There is popular humor in Shakespeare, and plenty of it
in Burns. What is it, indeed, but the humor that
appeals to all men irrespective of class and educa-
tional distinctions ? Large individualities like Ingersoll
do not care so much for the humor of cliques and
coteries ; they prefer the broader humor of the general
world.

Mr. Gould admits that Ingersoll’s style “ frequently
rises to the plane of prose-poetry.” He praises the
lecture on Shakespeare, but not (we think) with sufficient
enthusiasm. Were we to play the prophet like Mr.
Gould, we should say that this lecture is as sure of
living as the finest Shakespeare criticisms of Lamb and
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Coleridge. Without any prophecy at all, we may say
that we could make a collection of wise, witty, and
beautiful things from Ingersoll that it would be very
hard to match from the writings of any of his contem-
poraries. He was not a preacher. He did not begin
with firstly and end with seventeenthly. He took a sub-
ject and let his mind play freely upon it. And his mind
was a poet’s. He did not deal in abstractions. He had a
grasp of the concrete. He saw the general in the par-

ticular. He brought in illustrations from all points of
the compass. And this gave a splendid vitality to his
utterances. Most men’s minds, said Swift, will only bear

one skimming. Ingersoll’s mind was always rich in the
cream of thought. His work was called destructive,
but his genius was creative ; and the world will have to
rise to a much loftier level before it ceases to find
nourishment and stimulus in his productions.

G. W. Foote.

Secularism and Social Remedies.

In our recent article on “ The Homes of the Poor” we
drew attention to the condition of the poor in this
country, and pointed out that the Church had failed to
provide a remedy for existing social evils. We now
allege that the true panacea for the wrongs from which
our poor suffer is to be found in the application of the
principles of Secularism, which prescribe natural reme
dies for all diseases. It is encouraging to know that,
after years of apathy, the poor are beginning to under-
stand what is necessary to advance their social status
They have learnt by experience that it is only by relying
upon themselves, and wisely employing the best secular
means at their command, that they can hope to attain
their just position. In France, before Rousseau, in
words of fire, aroused the laboring community of that
country to a sense of their miserable surroundings, the
poor were in a state of misery and degradation. Truly,
history repeats itself.

Gustave Simonson, in his recently-published book,
A Plain Examination of Socialism, writes : “ Unfortu-
nately, political economy, as it is now treated by
publicists and professors, has become so clouded by
masses of irrelevant erudition, undemonstrable theories,
and unpractical abstractions that the few simple prin-
ciples which really lie at the base of economic life are
either brushed aside or simply ignored.” This is
equally true in reference to the social problems of
to-day. The requirements of the poor to enable them to
enjoy their fair share of the comforts of life are— healthy
homes, opportunities for rational enjoyment, physical
development, and mental culture. The attainment of
these necessities has been so long retarded by “ un-
demonstrable theories and unpractical abstractions ”—
or, in other words, by theological errors and class-made
laws— that it is only within the last few years that the
masses seem to have awakened to a sense of their wrongs,
and to a consideration of the means to be adopted to
remedy the evils engendered by the Church and by unjust
laws.

This is not the place to deal with the subject from a
political standpoint. It is the social aspect with which
we are the more concerned. The Secularist who does
not look properly after the affairs of this life is an
anomaly and a paradox. To him this life is the only
one that he knows anything of, and, therefore, his every
energy should be devoted to making the best of it
The Secular remedy for improving the conditions of the
poor is based upon the ability and desire to promote
sanitation in every direction, the provision of pure air,
pure water, pure food, and sufficient house-room for even
the poorest classes. We must do our utmost to further,
both in theory and practice, the doctrines of sociology,
in order that the just relations of man to man and to
society may be determined and established in fact,
and that the present anarchy and hostility between the
classes of the privileged and unprivileged may be
destroyed and merged into a free and fraternal harmony.
M. Zola’s panacea for certain social evils deserves
attention. In writing recently to the French disciples of
Fourier, the brilliant novelist said :(—

“ From to-day one sure fact stands out and is proved.
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It is that the justice of society depends on the reorgani-
sation oflabor, and that from this reorganisation alone will
come a just division of the world’s wealth. Fourier was
the genial announcer of this truth. | have only taken it
The route matters little, for the future city of peace is at
the end. At this very moment, in the present troubled
and bitter times, the workmen’s associations which are
being formed, and which are at work, are the embryo of
this future city. By the co-operation of production and
consumption we are daily, step by step, marching towards
that fraternal world which is laughed at.”

There is much truth in these words ; let us hope that
that truth will be practically recognised at no distant
date.

We have heard much of late about the housing
problem, and no doubt upon its proper solution depends
the social comfort of the poor. The great boast of
Britain has ever been her homes, and nowhere are the
domestic virtues found more prominent than in a well-
regulated and efficiently-provided household. This fond-
ness for the abode of the family circle is among the most
striking traits in our national character. An English fire-
side is a picture that cannot be too often painted or too
closely studied, as the centre round which are grouped
the feelings, sympathies, and affections that make a
Briton’s domicile, however humble it may be, the place
where happiness reigns supreme. But, alas, thousands
of our poor have to exist in such hovels that they never
share in this national felicity. We are sometimes
shocked in reading the reports of the sufferings and
sacrifice of life on the battlefield, but the constant
waste of life in the struggle for existence in the slums
of our large cities goes on without any adequate
attempt being made to remedy the appalling evil-
Adults are borne down by misery and children die by
thousands. Life upon life ebbs away; disease s
fostered and spread ; moral and physical degeneracy
poison an ever-widening circle ; and the grave claims
the victims of overcrowding and insanitary evils.

The building of decent homes for the poor is 10
doubt thwart with many difficulties ; the more neces-
sary, therefore, it is that serious attention should be
given to the consideration of how such difficulties are
to be removed. Personally we are in favor of giving
greater effect to Part I11. of the Housing Act, which pr°*
vides for the acquirement of land for the erection O*
workmen’s dwellings independently of any clearance
scheme. The Daily Telegraph recently put the case
thus (—

“The difficulties which the reformer has to face are
numerous and obvious. The cost of land in the heart o
great cities is enormous ; the profits which flow into tn
pockets of the slum landlord are scandalously high, an,
there is no one more tenacious than he of the maimO
advantages with which the law has unfortunately endow®,
him. The poor must live somewhere, but the inexoraD
laws of supply and demand have so forced up the ren
of even the most wretched lodgings as to squeeze aimO
the last farthing from their lean purses. The wholes»
demolition of small houses to make room for factors
and workshops has been one of the most potent cans
of the present acuteness of the housing problem....... 1*eOf
are untold thousands who must live near their places
employment, and thousands more who cannot afford ev
the cheapened railway rates. These must be deceiw
housed if they are to become or remain respect»”
citizens, and the London County Council cannot be
highly praised for realising in so practical a way
moral obligations which rest upon them.” the

= appeaks> 10 us thal a remediah plan would be "o
revision of our land laws, the compulsory sale of la”
at a fair compensation, the erection of workmen’s dwe
ings in rural districts, and the establishment of cn *
railway rates. We attach great importance to rur
dwellings because of the advantages of fresh air-  a(iy
As to the question of general pauperism, Germgij
has a method of dealing with it which is more PENTNC
and successful than the English poor law. Inthei Of
provinces the system adopted is a skilful combinati
civic and individual activity. The town, for relief
poses, is divided into districts, each headed by a cap
under whom work a dozen or more “ Helpers O
Poor.” Every well-to-do citizen may be called 1IP°i3ny
act as Helper for three years ; as a matter of fact> <is
serve continuously, and the full number reqi|,”
easily maintained. It is the duty of the Helper ~
in close touch with the poor of his street or 'va
make full inquiry as to their need, to give temp
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relief where necessary, and to report all particulars at
the fortnightly district meeting. The captains of the
various districts form a central consultative body,
together with certain representatives delegated by the
City Council, and it is the Council itself which decides
what proportion of the funds at its disposal shall be
annually devoted to the relief of the poor. Here we
have the nucleus of a system of wise benevolence
radiating throughout the city. The Helpers are in
touch at every point both with public institutions and
with private charity.

It must not be overlooked that, whatever is done for
the poor, they have duties themselves to perform. Apart
from their physical, intellectual, and moral cultivation,
they must practise frugality and self-restraint. Extra-
vagance in any particular will sure to mar their success.
Above all, large families should be avoided, for the
obvious reason that too many children are not only a
heavy tax upon the parents, but the chances are the
offspring will not be trained and educated in a proper
banner. While, therefore, Secularists would work to
surround the poor with proper conditions, personal
effort on their own part is absolutely necessary to secure
domestic comfort and to fully realise the advantages of
social justice and personal comfort.

Charles W atts.

Atheism and its Critics.—II.

p
d FHEor Huxley’'s treatment of Atheism is more
at>orate, and, perhaps for that reason, more offensive,
to h 'nff as to the class of people among whom he is
1ip e placed, he repudiates association with Atheists,
on °r t!2e Prehlem of the ultimate cause of existence is
e which seems to me to be hopelessly out of reach of
ev ~°or Powers> Of all the senseless babble | have
pi 2r had occasion to read, the demonstrations of those
Of 'p Sophers who undertake to tell us about the nature
bv hGXWould he the worst, if they were not surpassed
trvt St*h greater absurdities of the philosophers who
cor ° f>rove that there is no God.”* And, writing to a
OnrresPOndent, he delivers the opinion that “ Atheism is,
is PUrely philosophical grounds, untenable. That there
lo"° e\idence of the existence of the God of the theo-
Cap™n”™ s true enough ; but strictly scientific reasoning
Weiti <e us no further. When we know nothing we can
jt'Q. affirm nor deny with propriety.”!
g be observed that both Spencer’'s and Huxley’s
toit ation  Atheism is based upon a misconception as
judis nature. Both of them popularise the vulgar pre-
“ujjG*hat Atheism seeks in some manner to explain the
pOr mate cause of existence,” whereas, as | have already
that . °U¥ has always been insisted upon by Atheists
and SUch a proposition conveys no intelligible meaning,
pris- c® llsecluently, can admit of no answer. It is sur-
ti0p ? that neither of the two recognised that the ques-
eiice » ™ hirst Cause, or of an “ ultimate cause of exist-
that'ti Is strictly a Theistic question. | do not mean
than Tt H.aestion may not be suggested to minds other
defiriit he*stic, but that, when it is raised clearly and
to wh' 1’ 1 % seen to belong to that class of questions
Wind IC* Under the present constitution of the human
the q n° answer is possible. To the Theist, however,
theorv GGh°n Is involved in his general position. His
Postm. esseutially one of final causes, his deity is
sUrendjet™ as the cause of existence, and he cannot
his po ;€T fhe question as hopeless without surrendering
Wsnai f lon as no longer defensible. It is, of course,
arise fr'r Theist to propound problems, which only
answero,n k's own hypothesis, for his opponents to find
Prise a?rt0 i but one might legitimately feel some sur-
ety avowl1” '™ Theistic difficulties saddled upon Atheism
CdUse a , non-Theists. Atheism does not posit a final
nor e'xrW therefore is concerned neither with defending
~°es so OUn™Mag such a doctrine.  Theism necessarily
°piniOrl’ anc*® 'n arguing that it is absurd to express any
a Sootf °n such a subject, Professor Huxley is adducing
reason against Theism, and to that extent

esture on The Hypothesis that Animals are Automata.”

*fe and Letters, by his son, vol. ii., p. 162.
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is fortifying the position he believes himself to be
destroying.

Before discussing the relevancy of Professor Huxley’s
other objection to Atheism, that the Atheist denies the
existence of God, it is necessary to say a word concern-
ing the attitude of a section of the Freethought world on
this question. Assuming for a moment the truth of the
objection, one is at a loss to assign any reasonable
grounds for the warmth of the disclaimer, or to account
for the air of moral indignation against such as are sup-
posed to indulge in such a horrible declaration. At
most the denial of the existence of God is a logical
error, and when we find certain people repudiating any
connection with such a blunder, as though they were
accused of associating with pickpockets, there is a valid
excuse for imagining that at the back of this repudiation
there is some little remnant of their old religious feelings
still at work. It is reasonable, of course, for the Theist
to regard the denial of the existence of God as a horrible
proceeding, because to him it is the sin of sins, and right
through the ages it has been treated as an unpardonable
offence. But what reasonable ground is there for
this show of moral indignation by the non-Theist?
Is it anything more than a survival of the reli-
gious feelings, in spite of the religious belief being dis-
carded ?

But how far, and in what sense, is it true that the
Atheist denies the existence of God ? The essential
weakness in all such discussions is the taking for
granted that “ God ” conveys a definite and identical
meaning to all people. This, it need hardly be said,
is not the case. What a person means by God we
cannot know until we have received a definition, and
when we have received a definition, or have by some
means arrived at some conclusion as to the meaning
intended, then “ God” may become the subject either of
affirmation or of denial. Professor Huxley would have
been the last to question the statement that the truth of
any proposition may be denied so long as its terms
involve a contradiction. That a circle may be square,
or that two straight lines may enclose a space, are pro-
positions the truth of which he would have denied
off-hand, and this on the ground that the ideas of
squareness and circularity, of straight lines, and an
enclosed space, are mutually destructive— they cancel
each other. It is on this ground that the existence
of any special god is denied. When defined, it is seen
that the attributes of this supposed God cancel each
other as effectually as the qualities of a square circle
would do ; either this, or they are simply unthinkable.
You cannot have an infinite personality any more than
you can have a six-sided octagon, nor can you have an
infinite intelligence without robbing the two terms of all
definite meaning.

It is, indeed, of anything but small importance to
note that both Theist and Agnostic do “deny” the
existence of gods as readily as does any Atheist. No
rational Agnostic would hestitate to deny the existence
of Javeh, Jupiter, Allah, or Brahma. No educated
Christian would hesitate to deny the existence of the
gods of various savage tribes. Even believers in the
current theology have evolved beyond the culture-stage
of the primitive Christians, who accepted the reality of
the existence of Pagan and savage deities, with the
proviso that they were demons. It is no longer with
any of the religions of the world a choice between
rival deities, so much as deciding which god really
exists out of the whole ; and, save on the basis of a
verbal quibble, no Christian would hesitate to deny the
existence of Allah or Brahma, nor would a Brahmin
feel any compunction in denying the existence of the
Christian deity. It is a mere verbal juggle to say that
these people only deny each other’s conception of a
deity. Each man’s conception of God is his God, and
to say that a being answering to his conception does
not exist is to say that his God does not exist, and in
relation to the God denied the denier is in exactly the
position in which he places the Atheist.

So far, then, the Atheism of each is a question of
degree or of relation. So far as Atheism involves the
denial of deity, the Atheism of each religion becomes
purely a question of degree. Each religion is Atheistic
from the standpoint of every other religion, the affirma-
tion of one god involving the denial of others. This
really would seem to be the historical significance of the
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phrase. The early Christians were called Atheists by
their opponents, and the epithet was accepted by some
without demur. Spinoza, Voltaire, Paine, and others,
were also described as Atheists, and the description has
lost its force, chiefly because the evolution of thought
has broken down many religious barriers and is rapidly
dividing people into those who profess a belief in some
God and those who disbelieve in all.

Now, all that the present-day Atheist does is to go
one step further than the ordinary religionist. The
Christian Theist denies all gods but his own ; the
Atheist, seeing no more evidence for the existence of
the Christian Deity than for the existence of the deities
of other peoples, and seeing, further, that there are
exactly the same contradictions involved in assuming
his existence as in assuming the existence of Brahma,
adds this one to the list of deities in whose existence he
does not believe, and the possibility of whose existence
he may logically deny. Atheism is, in this sense, a
denial of the existence of the gods ; but so is every
Theism. The really distinguishing feature of a philo-
sophic Atheism is its comprehensiveness ; the ranking
of all known deities— big and little, ancient and modern,
savage and civilised, gross and subtle—as fundamentally
upon the same level, springing from the same conditions,
and subject to the same judgment.

But does Atheism deny the existence of any possible
God? This question would be easy to answer if only
one knew what it meant. It is easy enough to under-
stand what is meant by “ God,” so long as any or all
of the deities of the religious world are referred to ;
but what is meant by “a God” ? Standing alone, it is
a mere word, representing no definite idea and con-
veying no intelligible meaning.”*" Atheism does not
deny the existence of a God, for the same reason that
it does not deny the existence of Abracadabra— both
terms mean as much, or as little. It is more than
absurd for people who class themselves as Freethinkers
to use the term “ God ” as though it had a perfectly
assignable meaning apart from the gods of the different
theologies. Professor Huxley, as we have seen, admits
that “ there is no evidence of the existence of the God
of the theologians,” and | imagine that he would have
met the affirmation of their existence with a flat con-
tradiction. At any rate, he would have been warranted
by the strictest rules of logic in so doing. But when
he asserts, with a show of logical precision, but in
reality with grave looseness of speech, that “ it is pre-
posterous to assert that there is no God because He
cannot be such as we think Him to be,” he is using
language to which no precise meaning can be ascribed.
“ God ” is absolutely meaningless in such a connection,
whereas the sentence—to be reasonable—implies that
we have some conception answering to the term ; and
this, as has been pointed out with almost wearisome
insistence, is not the case. It is not a matter of saying
to the Theist: “ | fully understand what is meant by
your hypothesis ; but, as at present | do not see
enough evidence to convince me of its truth or to
demonstrate its error, I must suspend judgment”; for
we do not understand it, and, when we seek to, we dis-
cover that the terms of the proposition we are asked to
accept refuse to be brought within the compass of a
single conception. Suspended judgment is clearly out
of place in such a connection, since it would imply
some understanding of the question in suspense ; and,
it may also be added for what it is worth, denial and
affirmation in the face of a proposition that conveys no
meaning are plainly absurd.

It is true, then, that Atheism denies the existence of
the gods, and does so on precisely the same grounds
as it denies that 2x2 =5, or that two straight lines
may enclose a space. It is not true—or, rather, it is
absurd—to say that Atheism denies the existence of a
God, since the phrase is absolutely meaningless.
Understanding, at least, is necessary before it can
become the basis of either affirmation or of denial. In
my next article |1 hope to deal with one or two questions
that have been submitted to me by correspondents.

C. Cohen.
( To be continued.)

* If, however, by " God ” a universal or governing intelligence
is intended, then, as will be shown later, this can only be done
by robbing the term " intelligence ” of all known meaning and
significance.
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The Church and the People.

The Christian Age publishes a sermon by the Rev.
Newell Dwight Hillis, D.D., on “ The Church and the
Common People.” The title is not a happy one,
because it is open to a different interpretation than that
which Dr. Hillis probably placed upon it when using it.
The “ common people ” sounds too much like a term of
disparagement, such as we might expect from that
superior class known to Jeames as the “ hupper suckles.

There is, however, some degree of fitness in it ; for
whether the Gospel narratives are fact or fiction, or a
mixture of both, they undoubtedly represent Christ as
coming specially and exclusively to the common people.

He was one of them himself, according to the
accounts given of him. His father was a carpenter,
and he probably followed the same honest occupation.
His disciples were of the poorest class. His Gospel
was apparently intended solely for the needy. He
promised them mansions in the sky, to recompense them
for the hardship of their lot on earth. Perhaps he
really thought that in some imagined hereafter they
would be exalted, whilst the rich would be flouted, and
sent empty away. He was full of denunciations of the
wealthy, and when rich men sought him he offered them
the bitter advice to “ Sell all and give to the poor.”

If there was any man at all at the back of the
idealised conceptions of the Synoptics, and the entirely
different portraiture by the author of the Fourth Gospel,
it is clear that he was of a democratic turn of mind-
He never could have imagined that, as a result of his
teaching, and still more of Paul’'s energetic rhetoric, a
Church would spring up, and in the course of centuries
assume the aspects and characteristics of the Christian
Church of to-day. One of the best evidences that
Christ is dead, and that all his assumptions of eternal
life and almighty power were simply phases of religions
mania, is the fact that he has never made any sign QL
his continued existence since the period when it
alleged that he soared aloft. Whilst on earth, and
moving about in Galilee and Jerusalem, he was not
always “ meek and lowly.” There were occasions when,
if the Gospels may be believed, he became not only hot
and angry and vituperative, but absolutely violent-
This was so when he found “ filthy lucre ” associated
with the approaches to the sacred Temple at Jerusalem-
The outburst does not seem to have been entirely
warranted by the circumstances. Still, he fired up, an
struck out right and left, though the cause of the ebul*
lition was trivial in the extreme.

What is he doing now ? Nothing ; though there ate
a thousand more incitements to interference at tn
present time than ever he dreamt of on the shores O
Galilee or in the shades of thejerusalem tabernacle. Wna
was the mere changing of money and selling of
near the Temple compared to the mercenary spirit, tn
merciless greed, the lust of gain, the avarice, and unblins
ing worship of Mammon in the present day ? And this n ~
by the ungodly and unregenerate in the outer an
wicked world, but by the priests of the Church, in 1~
inmost recesses of the temples misnamed of Christ;
the very holy of holies— by Romanists, Protestants, an
Dissenters alike—by popes and cardinals, archbishop
and bishops, and the equally arrogant and avaricjO
leaders of Dissent. “ The Devil is dead” is a re‘rae
running through The Cloister and the Hearth. NowJ
feel that, beyond dispute, Christ is dead—supp°sil'”
we stretch a point to the extent of believing tha*”
ever lived. The so-called Christian Church is
Christ’s Church ; certainly it is not that of the peopje”s
“ the common people ”— whom Christ is represented
having come to save.

The “ common people ” may console themselves
the fact that they are largely the possessors of coma jus
sense, which has been aptly described as the “ Se
of humanity.” They are not to be cajoled and flatte
any more than they are to be frightened, int°, Of
adherence to a colossal system which is a in°c'ier.el)t-
the teachings ascribed to Christ. What has the Pre®e ” ?
day Church in common with the “ common Pe°P,,s it
Absolutely nothing. Of course, the Church thm
to its own interest to capture the multitudes, &£I0g-
ticians (on occasion) do their best to secure the wor “nd
class vote. Sometimes both castes— the sacerdo
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the political—are able to rejoice in a haul of more or
less unwilling- captives ; but these triumphs are of
transitory importance. The same work has to be done
over and over again, because—especially in connection
w'th religious conversions—there is no intelligent, per-
manent conviction to form a solid basis.

It would be a libel on the vast bulk of the population
to say that their distaste for the Church— established or
tJissenting— is founded on mere apathy or ignorance

n these days of general diffusion of knowledge a
deeper-seated cause must be looked for. Everything
Points to the fact that the masses—whose absence from
Places of worship is the subject of so much parsonic
~mentation— remain aloof because they have a more or
ess definitely-formed disbelief in either the necessity or
he honesty of church and chapel teaching. In many
cases this distaste finds intelligent and emphatic expres-
?In.  In perhaps many more it does not present itself
fn °Pen repudiation and argument. But all the same it
18 deep-rooted, and is none the less intelligent because
s outward manifestation is a cold silence and an
hnassenting toleration.

.ae democracy will never be reconciled to any Church

. Ich teaches one thing and practises exactly the oppo-
Ite. ~ It will never be able to associate purple and
Ine linen, episcopal mitres and croziers, gorgeous vest-
ments, extravagant stipends and emoluments, palatial

Oc*es, equipages and retinues of servants, with the
gospel of the poor vagrant Nazarene who specially, and

hh unmistakable emphasis, denounced such counter-
th S tiern as presented themselves to his view in

e days in which he lived. Either he was wrong, or
Th SO*called representatives of to-day are wrong.

efe is no escape from this. It is so clear, and the

c°nsistency is so glaring and notorious, that even the
mmonest of the “ common people” perceive it, and,
a urally enough, are disgusted with it.
j *. Hillis, in his sermon, seems to recognise in labor
f Qers—or>at any rate, in many of them—the natural
trieS SO*cakktl Christian Church. Therefore, he
flll|S *=° cast some odium on them— but quite unsuccess-
He says : “ Many years ago | was in close touch
th ?.SUch a leader.” Note the “ many years ago
tis a fine check to verification and correction. The
Drry.he % if0'1? 1° tell may be true or false, but
of M 6rs are known to lie so much for the mere sake

"lustration that one has doubts—especially when no
Hr @i-are £lven>anfl *t was aH “ many years ago.”
and f "*s says: “ He was an Atheist, a Communist,
be rankly told me that he could not, in time of strike,
ca™h arrassetl by the Ten Commandments.” Now we
told ic PeHectly sure that no Atheistic labor leader ever
a, .altn anything of the sort. It was a silly thing for
Pilot °r “®acler to say to anyone, and especially to a sky-
obv-" WF'° would be sure to misrepresent it. It is so
Hr.1?rfLy °Pcn to misconception. It might mean— as

it ' Is no doubt intended it to mean when he trotted
leade a thrill from his audience— that this labor
thaa/’ *n time of strike,” cared nothing for the com-
But against killing and stealing and coveting.
be le.labor leader, as “ a good man and true,” would

his PCClaUy careful, “ in time of strike,” to enforce on
beiQO16'1 these very elementary ethics which do not
A j/p- t° the Ten Commandments alone, but are the
of communal security.
to Hr Hillld appears to attach so much importance
att the eryde Sinaitical code—even to the extent of
tion to -In™ to Palm °IT a quite too incredible story in rela-
Harlv® It.a.word or two may be devoted to that subject,
for rel,gious instruction must count for something,
Withoany military club they will tell you straight off,
Seventh any rekective glances at the ceiling, what is the

“spot» pornmandment. Some lanky subalterns can
fathers 16 Eifth Commandment. They honor their
to be and mothers, and quid pro quo expect their bills

“ Sotne reste there is uncertainty or vacuity.
yeur n . rot about graven images and coveting
able jnj'k or's ass.” Apart from two or three inevit-

Jove) thunCt,-°nS, "'n no way reclulring aHthe thunders of
~Nandme”f *S notblng remarkable about the Ten Com-
all thesen”S' Exodus xx. commences : “ And God spake
have bm W? =Xs saying : | am the Lord thy God which
h°use J P * t#tee out of the land of Egypt out of the

the Israe”fOn”a”e’,, There is no absolute proof that
'tes ever were in Egypt, but, apart from that,
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is it not obvious that these Commandments were
addressed, or supposed to be addressed, to the Hebrews
in the desert? What have they to do with us? The
next statement is quite enough to show the kind of
Deity these people had :—

“Thou shalt have no other gods before me. Thou
shalt not make unto thee any graven image or any like-
ness of anything that is in heaven above, or that is in the
earth beneath, or that is in the water under the earth.

“Thou shalt not bow down thyself to them nor serve
them, for | the Lord thy God am a jealous God, visiting
the iniquity of the fathers upon the children unto the
third and fourth generation of them that hate me.

“And showing mercy unto thousands of them that
love me and keep my commandments.

“ Thou shalt not take the name of the Lord thy God in
vain, for the Lord will not hold him guiltless that taketh
his name in vain.”

Now will Dr. Hillis, leaving the labor leaders alone
for a time, tell us honestly what he thinks of the above ?
Or one would appeal to a wider and more impartial
audience, and ask : Is it possible to conceive a more
contemptible caricature than this of a Supreme Being
who might be supposed to rule the universe?

Francis Neale.

The Fact of Death.

It has been often remarked in these columns that there
is nothing terrible in death, in the mere cessation of
functions—that death, in fact, is “ as natural as life.”
But such an explanation does not satisfy the vanity of
humankind, does not appease its “ spiritual yearnings.”
It is the very idea of ceasing to exist that is so repug-
nant. Death is the supreme adversary of man’s natural
egotism. He feels himself to be so great in potency,
and death makes him so mean.

It is a common mistake to assume that our acts are
the result of our convictions. The truth is that, with
most of us, ideas are the outcome of habits. Given a
habit, it is easy to fabricate a reason ; and, given this
universal habit of egotism, the denial of the unwelcome
fact of extinction follows in logical sequence.

Every Christian, everyone who believes in immortality
in any form—and what superstitionist does not ?—
denies death. The priest stands before the lifeless
body, and declares that the man still lives. The
audacity of the lie in presence of the Fact is ignored ;
and, compelled by the strongest of all motives, the wish
to believe, his dupes believe it.

Every Christian denies death as regards himself,
without perceiving any reason to apply the principle
universally. The leaf withers and falls—it is dead.
So with the bird, the fish, his fellow-mammals even—
they are dead. But man passes through precisely the
same stages of decay ; he ends in precisely the same
manner—and the Christian asserts that the corpse
lives. That is his assumption, in plain terms.

The idea of immortality forms the bed-rock of nearly
every superstition. This preposterous falsehood is not
only the foundation of “ the truth as it is in Jesus.”
Religious “ truth ” everywhere resolves itself into that
obvious lie. God, the Devil, and the attendant angels
are mere appendages— mere devices to keep the lie in
countenance. No superstitionist really cares a brass
button for these things ; and when he says his prayers
it is only with an eye to the perpetuation of himself.
Purgatory or paradise, heaven or hunting-grounds— it
matters not ; they are only forms of one thing, the
local dressings of the universal falsehood. The devotee
may discard his own dressings, and assume others
(this is called “ conversion,” or “ apostasy,” as the case
may be), but he retains the essence of them all.

But does this widespread delusion stand the supreme
test? Does the Christian hold it as firmly as ever at
the death-bed of his friend ? No; it is there that the
foolish pretence breaks down, and the truth he has so
long and carefully shunned is forced upon him at last;
and he knows that never again will he hear the voice he
loved. It is this consciousness that causes his other-
wise unaccountable grief. Instead of the consolation
promised by faith, he experiences the sorrow imposed
by reason.
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And when his own turn comes, how does he face the
Fact then ? Is he so strong- in his conviction that he
can die serenely and alone ? Does he never require the
presence of his medicine-man to fan his waning faith,
and Ilull into quiescence his growing doubts? And
even when he has such aids, are they not frequently
without avail, and do not the words of the priest sound
in his ears only as the hypocritical mumblings of an
intolerable mockery ?

But, if most believers die sceptics, we must conclude
from Christian authority that most sceptics die believers.
Whence, otherwise, the stories of infidel death-beds ?
Obviously, one cannot express fear of something in
which he does not believe. If Atheists die calling upon
God for mercy, they must die believing. But, of course,
they do nothing so absurd. They have honestly faced
the Fact, and accepted it; and the reality does not find
them unprepared.

It cannot, however, be denied that many Freethinkers
have been too conciliatory on the question of a future
life. The plaintive and somewhat fatuous phrase, “ We
do not know" has become nauseous by frequent repeti-
tion. The plain fact is, that we do know, with as much
certainty as we know that two and two make four, that
death is the end. We are told that there may exist
another condition of things in which life can exist apart
from organism. Exactly ; and there may exist another
system of arithmetic by which two and two make five.
But we have to deal with things as we know them, as
they actually are ; and it is worse than idle to speculate
upon what might happen ir they were different.

The late Colonel Ingersoll, so thorough-going a
sceptic where Bible narratives were concerned, never
appeared to recognise the sinister influence of this

dogma. At times he seemed almost timorous on the
subject. “We do not know,” he said, “ whether the
grave is the end of this life or the door of another, or

whether the night here is not somewhere else a dawn.”
It is, indeed, sad to see the doughty Colonel thus play-
ing his opponents’ game, and going out of his way to
suggest even the possibility of “a dawn ” in a vague
“ somewhere else.” The priests have done that from all
time— but Ingersoll ! No doubt he knew perfectly well
that no shadow of evidence existed to justify any such
idea. But he did not perceive that the groundless hope
he nursed with so mistaken a tenderness was the root
of all the creeds.

But immortality in the mouth of the priest is not
merely a pleasant dream—it is an assured certainty.
He tells the lie with an unmoved countenance ; he has
told it so often ! Perhaps he has even come to believe
it himself.

Surely there is nothing more loathsome than the
figure of the parson at the open grave—the incarnate
falsehood in presence of the Fact. Have you ever
observed the prevalence of rats in cemeteries? They
are always there—large, sleek, and glossy. They can
burrow underground, and make their way through an
inch of English elm. Enough ! The subject is too
gruesome ; but it suggests a parallel.

It suggests the prevalence of parsons in grave-yards.
They are large, sleek, and glossy ; and each poor inert
corpse helps to make them so, contributes its quota to
the clerical cash-box, which holds the proceeds of
many larger boxes. These contain the used-up pro-
ducers of parsonic wealth. But the parson’s box is
of greater durability, for the better protection of its
more valuable contents.

Freethought has labored long and manfully, and its
fruits are apparent everywhere. It is good to reduce
God to a myth, Christ to a figment, and the Bible to a
record of ancient folly. But it is still better to combat
the root-idea, to which all these things are subsidiary,
in which they have their being. Freethought has
insisted upon the supremacy of reason, and has thus
prepared the way for further efforts. The time is ripe
to declare, with no uncertain voice, the falsehood of
immortality and the Fact of death.

E. R. W oodward.

The blood on the hands of the king
And the lie at the lips of the priest.
~Swinburne.
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“ Spirit of Freedom !”

Spirit of Freedom ! thou
By man most needed now,
When Mammon rules, and white slaves deem they
are free ;
O speed the happier time
When hate and fear and crime,
Like evil dreams, at love’s new dawn shall flee.
O speed the hour when fire and sword—
Hell’s agents used in war—shall be abhorred !

Thy kingdom come on earth,
When heart and brain’s true worth —
Not wealth and chance of birth—shall rule all
things !
Thy will be done, when man,
Freed from life’s social ban,
Shall reap the fruits now given to drones and kings —
When none shall have the power to break
The hearts of those who toil for love’s dear sake !

Bid man awake, arise,
By human wrong made wise ;

Bid man shake off the errors of each hour;
Bid men to see and know
Within their midst the foe ;

Within their hearts the weakness and the power
Self-love their weakness, and firm will .,
The strength, that yet misused makes tyrants still.

Let all false gods be hurled
Down to the dust— the world

Still lies within the shadow of their night;
And let thy smile benign,
Sweet Liberty, outshine,

That men at last may live within the light —
Till love alone with bonds shall bind
In holy brotherhood all humankind 1

J. A. Brli.ciiambers.

Acid Drops.

Methodism in Ireland is not a progressing cause. #**
Annual Conference has just been held, and a financial falling'
off is reported all round. The Reserve Fund has beell
diminished, Special Donations have decreased, and there is
a debt of over ¢(£39,000 in connection with Chapel and Trus
Affairs. We take it that the Irish are superstitious, bu
quick-witted. Catholicism suits them as far as they wan
religion, but they see through the solemn absurdities O
Methodism.

Dr. Allen, the Methodist President in Ireland, in™I'%*
ordination charge, referred to the Higher Criticism. VY
adaptation and restatement of Christian Evidence,” he sai >
“ our experts will be able to meet the critics and defeat the
on their own ground.” Restatement is probably a eupheniis
for misstatement. The law of gravitation doesn’t require r
statement once in a century. That is a peculiarity of 1
truths revealed by Omniscience. There is more stabni J
about the teachings of Newton than about those of Go
Almighty. .

“ Providence ” is going it with the weather in Amen
The thermometer has been registering from 90 to 100 in j
shade. Prostration, deaths, suicides, and murders are
inevitable result. People have had to lie about in theatre
panting for breath. Perhaps this is a sort of training
them in view of the establishment so many have to reside
when they are dead, but it is decidedly unpleasant during
present life for all that.

The Egypt Exploration Fund exhibition contains sol*.
jewellery belonging to the period of the Kings of the
Dynasty, approximately from 4715 to 4514 n.c. According
the chronology of the Bible, this was from five hundre ~
seven hundred years before the creation of Adam. nts
were ladies in Egypt wearing costly and artistic orria.
before Mrs. Eve wore so much as a fig-leaf in the Gar
Eden. .

“ My child,” asked the French priest, “ how many j;
ments are there ?” “ There are none left,” the child rey
“ my grandmother had the last sacrament yesterday.

A certain minister, during his discourse one Sabbathll
ing, said : “ In each blade of grass there is a sermon.
following day one of his flock discovered the good ma (
ing a lawn-mower about his yard, and paused to say '
parson, I'm glad to see you engaged in cutting y°ur {0 the
short.”  This little story might be commende

sjj-
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consideration of the Bishop of Norwich, who seems to desire
that sermons should be long.

There is the story of the Harrow Master who preached a
printed sermon without reading it beforehand. By bad luck,
If turned out to be Henry Martyn’'s farewell, beginning,

When next you assemble within these hallowed walls, he
who now addresses you will be on the bosom of the deep
whereon a rumor ran through the delighted school that

O'd S. was bolting from his creditors.”

The “unco guid ” are about the ears of Rudyard Kipling.
They would sting him if they could. The other week he
contributed to the Spectator an account of a village rifle club.
After discussing the utility of the Club, he ended with the
%g/lsamation : “ But if only the range could be open on Sun-

g.NOW Bne of the bigoted Sabbatarian journals is down upon
of 'H® ".This is,” it says, “ only one of many evidences

n determined attempt to alter the character of the British

nday, and we regret fthat the Spectator (whicho-advocated
uns idea some months ago) should be the vehicle of Mr.
. pling’s wish. The enormous increase in Sunday travel-
f'S 1the popularity of Sunday cycling, which has destroyed
he rest and quiet of countless villages and towns ; anti the
axity in attending Divine worship, are sufficiently serious
Menaces to our Christian national life, without the addition
O rifle-ranges open on Sunday.”

AN the laxity in attending Divine worship "—that’s
tj ?re the soreness comes in. if people would but attend in
ji ,Ir .multitudes and bow the knee, and make pretence of'
S @inS to the men of God, and offer them reverence and
niu u lIn£ substantial for the offertory, we shouldn't hear so
Estk,?b°ut Sabbath desecration. The Anglican priests—of
Would'sfwd ang Dissenting Churches, for they are all alike—
Ein | "0 <S complacent as their confreres on the Continent,
fool 1 Bull in the bulk does not feel inclined to be either
sli 1?r hypocrite. And so the sky-pilots cry out that God is
Pilot when really all that has occurred is that the sky-
ev, ®are afraid that their occupation is going, and will

Wally be gone. .
re]sce,?es take place each Sunday at Dunoon owing to the
lar,d a the local authorities to permit Glasgow trippers to
On q We pier in tlie ordinary way from excursion steamers.
er>eh|UL ay sPec*ally-co(istructed steps, carried by a steamer,
Whirl  Wose who desired to land and scale the spiked barriers

N surrounded the pier.

coUrl0 Accord regards it as an absolute certainty that, in due
by ~ rile “ fatal opulence of the bishops ” will be modified
c°Pal apCia~readjustment. The circumstances of the epis-
oniy b°-1}Ce create a gulf between bishops and clergy which is
°ut. tfori over in rare cases. The bishops had better look
Qr*olu Icre aro signs of internal revolt at their palaces and
"WithTntS' Hundreds of hungry curates and minor clerics
generai ,!IT[e.families an<l small abilities—are bent on a more
G°d ,, uivisionofthe loaves and fishes. And when the man of

ePiscon-l °n t*e war‘Patb f°r shekels, even the sanctity of the
Pal office may not be spared.

rile so dm cler‘cs are fast disgusting even members of

plantsj ‘ri.ori Church of England amongst whom they are

their rhe3 have apparently accepted, as shadowing out

They «\Va, Position, one of the similes attributed to Christ.
0l n°t, neither do they spin.”

‘ng m'respoujent of the Christian World makes the follow*
Meuld sf11100L: "I n some of the villages of East Anglia it
instruct?e,n inhabitants are not overdone with religious
and niad',0 Hie vicars. | spent last Sunday in a village,
Service “ my way to the parish church in the morning. The
up With™fnt at a ff°°ri rate. | did my best, but failed to keep

a quarter* Began soon after eleven, and were all out at
Histidine t° IWelve- Instead of a sermon we had the Com-
riie servir , | expressed a little surprise at the brevity of
£°trin|(I - an(l was told that not long ago the same vicar

tWej\e iflfough the service and the congregation were out
rilipper ul? T tes." lu that case a mucfi more frequent wor-
Bestess t 11 r*T fa'rieri to catch up to the express vicar. My
have ¥ me tiioy were never sure of what they were going

P'falishedO®™ teacher's Guide is the title of a recently-
Wpplya Work. Honestly we can’'t say that it does not
°rt's sadjant’ riie contrary, we think something of the
'P?Vadavs f nccrieri>for there seems to be little inspiration
ilpeda\s o fT the Holy Ghost, who appears to be resting.
c'jenera] t} e Bentecost are over. The author says that
rOHtury.n . °oth is the most successful preacher of the
“WeVer Judging by results, we agree with the author,

Present o Dcan Farrar, Canon Gore, and Dr. Parker
ent Hie selection.

Bill's” daughter, Mrs. Cody Wetmore, has been
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writing her father’s life. Here is one of the stories she tells :
“ A missionary attached himself to the Wild West Show with
the view of looking after the spiritual welfare of the stock
company of Indians and half-breeds, but his first conversa-
tion with a certain Broncho Bill led him to throw up his
mission. ‘' This is Mr. Broncho Bill, is it not ?’ began the
missionary. ‘Ya-as " ‘Where where you born? ‘Near
Kit Bullard’s mill, on Big Pigeon.” ‘Religious parents, |
suppose?’ ‘Ya-as 1 ‘What is your denomination?’ ‘My
what?’ ‘Your denomination.” ‘Oh—ah—ya-as! Smith and
Wessen’—meaning the revolver in his hip pocket.”

A novel census taken at Greenock shows that the Church is
quite unable to compete with the public-house. One Sunday
12,986 men, 5,269 women, and 2,533 children entered the 143
licensed premises during two hours ; the attendance at the
45 services one Sunday was 4,666 men, 5,295 women, and
2,915 children, and, in addition, there were 141 men, 116
women, 1,248 boys, and 1,505 girls at the eleven meetings of
the Working Boys’ and Girls’ Religious Society. Altogether
20,788 people visited the public-houses in two hours, compared
with 14,375 visitors to religious services ; and as compared
with a census taken in 1882, when the population was 4,000
less, the decrease at public worship is 2,806.

If the public-house is so much preferred to the Gospel-shop
—as according to these returns it seems to be—there are only
two questions. Are the people shockingly wicked, or are the
Gospel-shops hopelessly weak ? The latter seems to account
for all the lamentations. But, as a matter of fact, the solu-
'([ji_on of the problem is to be found in better sociological con-

itions.

A “sacrifice,” indeed ! An amusing story is being told by
Willie James, in connection with the late fire which destroyed
seven bed-rooms at his residence at West Dean. The little
children of the steward, who lives close by on the estate, had
been reading in their Bibles, the day before the conflagration,
about the sacrificial acts performed by the high priests. At
five o’clock in the morning the sound of the fire-bell clanging
forth into the night brought one of the children out of bed to
see what was the matter. Pulling aside the blind and seeing
the flames leaping up, the awakened youngster called out
excitedly to his younger brother: “ Quick, quick, here’s a
sacrifice ! Do come "

The Roman Catholic Universe takes Lord Curzon to task
for telling the Mohammedan students and professors of the
Aligarb College to “ adhere to their own religion.” This is a
direct hit at the Christianising of the people of India, and
the Universe rejoices to think it will be reprobated by
Catholics and Protestants alike. Why, certainly.

Rev. A. J. Harrison, M.A., who will be remembered as a
friendly antagonist of leading Freethinkers—especially Mr.
Bradlaugh and Mr. Foote—has published a book entitled An
Eventful Life. He relinquished Methodism for the Established
Church, and now he doesn’'t seem to know exactly where he
is. For, after thirty years of work, he says : “ Recent develop-
ments in connection with the ‘ English Church Union’ have
‘scared ' me away from the High Church Party ; the publica-
tion of the Encyclopaedia Dihlica leaves it uncertain whether
the Broad Church has any distinctively Christian creed at all ;
and the Evangelicals as a whole have hardly as yet freed
themselves from anti-Catholic prejudices.” He may yet end
where he bagan—a sceptic.

Rev. A.J. Harrison pays a splendid tribute to Mr. Bradlaugh,
especially in regard to the Socratic debate at Birmingham.
When Mr. Bradlaugh first met Mr. Harrison in the North,
the rev. gentleman had fixed up the questions for debate in such
a way as rather to tie the wings of the great Freethought
advocate—who was very ill at the time. But in the debate
in London on Christian Theism Mr. Bradlaugh “ got all his
own back,” and more besides.

Dr. W. Robertson Nicoll, writing of Mr. Carnegie’s
determination to be his own executor, says: “When he
first formed this intention Mr. Carnegie was a decided
Agnostic, and determined that no part of his money should
ever be given for religious purposes. He was greatly under
the influence of Mr. John Morlcy.” It seems, however, that
Mrs. Carnegie is very religious, and under her superinten-
dence more than an hour is given every Sunday evening at
Skibo Castle to worship and the singing of hymns. The
feminine rule in this matter accounts for a great deal other-
wise inexplicable.

Commenting on the absurd demand by the Bishop ot
Norwich for longer sermons, the Rock says very sensibly :
“ It is not so much the quantity as the quality of the average
sermon that is at fault.”

Sir Walter Besant, it seems, arrived at the conclusion,
after reading The Pilgrim's Progress, that *“ Christianity
does not want, and cannot have, a priest. | confess, he
continues, that the discovery, by later reading, that the
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so-called Christian priest is a personage borrowed from
surrounding superstitions, and that the great ecclesiastical
structure is entirely built by human hands, fills me with only
a deeper gratitude to John Bunyan.”

Reviewing a recently-published posthumous novel by Mrs.
Lynn Linton, the Church Times, in a style somewhat indica-
tive of a bemused condition, wonders : “ Is it the blank,
hopeless materialism of the author’s creed which has misled
her ?”  Something seems to have misled this pious reviewer.
He may have been spiritually intoxicated by a visitation of
the Holy Ghost, or the incense which he and his fellow High
Churchmen delight in may have beclouded his intellect. Let
him tell us how the author’s materialism can be “ blank " if it
has a “creed.” How can the affirmation of all that is solid
and real be rationally described as blank? Is not that term
more applicable to the antithesis of materialism—faith in
the intangible? And what is there specially “ hopeless”
about the sum and substance of material existence which is
not still more perceptible in regard to visionary views and
idle dreams? If we must have “ hope,” whether baseless or
otherwise, surely it is easy to imagine possibilities infinitely
more attractive than anything that religious creeds have
hitherto ventured to offer.

The dismay created by the Encyclopedia Biblica and
Moffatt’s Historical New Testament has by no means dis-
appeared. The Expositor gives the first place in its contents
to an article by the Rev. D. Smith, of Tulliallan, on this
recent New Testament criticism. As we might have
expected, he says, in so many words, “we have heard
all this before” ; then he says that the conclusions of these
writers are “ by no means final,” and he condemns the spirit
of the critics as “ unscientific.” All of which has the appear-
ance of some sort of reply, but is, in reality, no reply at all.

The Examiner, on the same subject, comforts itself with
the assurance that, after all, “ there is not so much reason
for grave uneasiness on account of the conclusions of these
critics as many people seem to fear.” At the same time, it
mentions the case of a minister who frankly confessed to the
Examiner writer that lie was “ afraid to open the Encyclopedia
Biblica, fearing the effect it would have upon his faith.”

Says the Christian: “ Those who are tampering with the
teachings of the leaders of the so-called Higher Criticism will
do well to recognise that there is an inevitable position before
them. To discredit the Bible is to discredit Christ, for Jesus
himself constantly quoted the books of the Old Testament—e
Genesis, Exodus, Leviticus, Numbers, Deuteronomy, Samuel,
the Books of Kings, Chronicles, the Psalms, Proverbs, Isaiah,
Jeremiah, Daniel, Hosea, Jonah, and Malachi...... To doubt
the veracity of the inspired Word of God is, therefore, to
doubt the veracity of Christ. There is no escape from the
difficulty.” .

Professor Frank D. Tubbs has just been removed from
the Chair of Natural Sciences in the Wesleyan University,
Kansas, for expressing his belief in the theory of evolution.

The Church Review recognises the general feebleness of
pulpit oratory, and especially that which is inflicted on con-
gregations by ecclesiastic fledglings. It says : “ Few who
are compelled to listen to many of our younger clergy when
they preach can fail to recognise how urgent is the necessity
of their reading more and preaching less. It is scarcely too
much to say that the miserable preaching on the part of very
many of the younger clergy of the day would not be tolerated
for long in any other communion than our own....... To enter
the pulpit and fill up fifteen or twenty minutes by repeating,
in slightly varied form, a number of more or less involved
sentences, may or may not be satisfactory to the preacher,
but we know the feelings of the unhappy congregation who
are compelled to listen to such a ‘sermon.’”

A Belfast boy accompanied a Sabbath-school excursion to
Donaghadee. Arriving at his destination, he fell between
the train and platform. Both his legs were cut off, and he
died in an hour. If such a fatality had occurred at a Free-
thought outing, what would the religious papers have said ?

The vicar of Thornton, near Blackpool, is the chairman of
the local School Board. He seems to be a very meek and
mild-mannered man. The other day he observed, at a Board
meeting, that Mr. Moore, another member, belched forth
falsehoods like Vesuvius gave forth fire. Another member,
Mr. Bennett, brought forward resolutions, the wording of
which, said the chairman, would make the schoolboys jeer,
as containing expressions which deserved to go to a museum
as curiosities. He also acted as bottle-holder to the Romish
priests.  Mr. Moore retaliated, describing the vicar as a
disgrace to the place, who should have a millstone round his
neck and be thrown into the sea. The vicar would sooner
be sitting drinking tea than working for Almighty God.

The Rev. W. Watkins Lane, a clergyman, committed
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suicide after acute depression following influenza. He took
a dose of strychnine, and left a letter in which he said he
could not endure the prolonged agony any longer.

A well-known resident of Gainsboro’, named Charles Parkin,
who has held high office in connection with the local Wesleyan
body, has been committed for trial on a series of charges of
gross indecency. When informed that his conduct would-be
brought before the Wesleyan superintendent, he wrote “ hoping
for Christ’s sake to be forgiven.” He also wrote that he was
“leaving the matter in Higher Hands.”

The vicar of Gorleston, who invited Mrs. Brown-Potter to
give recitations in his church, observes in an explanatory
statement: “ The introduction of dramatic art ought to help
the clergy. You know how the work of the Church suffers
from mumbling and inaudible preachers.”

John Edward Stoker, formerly a City missionary, was
summoned at Worcester by Mr. Maund, solicitor and High
Sheriff of the City, for assault. Two years ago Mr. Maund
prosecuted Stoker for procuring a convict girl, and Stoker
was sentenced to a long term of penal servitude. Afterwards
he was liberated. Since then he has given Mr. Maund cause
for complaint by frequent assaults. When Mr. Maund was
riding in his volunteer artillery uniform in a civic procession,
Stoker spat in his face and upon his uniform. Upon Stoker
tendering an abject apology and paying the costs, however,
he asked for the withdrawal of the case. The Bench con-
sented, Stoker and his family starting for New Zealand that

day.

“ It is rumored that the Christian
Want-of-Evidence Society has received such gratifying
testimonies to its manifold works in rescuing from_ tne
netherworld the abandoned and forlorn Atheist that it IS
about to circularise its very numerous supporters to dis-
continue their subscriptions—for a time, at any rate as
flood-time has come, and so rich has been the harvest in tne
London Parks and throughout the provinces that, until a
new field of operations is arranged in the Uttermost Confine

of the Earth, the Society’s lecturers are really unemployed’
and, temporarily, it is proposed to send them to Palestine t

unearth souvenirs of their Savior. So let Atheists in the U- L-
of the World beware ! as what has been accomplished by tn

redoubtable champions of the Want-of-Fresh-Christian-Ev'
dence-owing-to-all-that-available-having-been-used-upSocic /
in the U. K. can be accomplished in the U. C. (Mind, M

Printer, this paragraph must not go in ‘Acid Drops-)

Printer’'s Devil : “ If | get tied up for another thousand y?a.

by Holy Joe I shall put this in ‘Acid Drops,” as | believe n 1
writ ‘ sarkastick.””

“A Convert ” writes :

The New York Journal, an outspoken paper, which s
often to report the latest sayings of Ingersoll, prints a hv J
leaderette on American Sabbatarianism, under the headl h
of “ Our Nice Free Country ” :—* In Yonkers one solid, flr°
porous citizen got up and denounced Sunday golf pinyl"
Another solid, prosperous citizen, who played golf on Sunn P
was arrested, tried, and acquitted. At Yonkers now evesy
body who chooses plays golf on Sunday. But at Y°n»
some ordinary citizens, not very prosperous, though!
they might play baseball, since the ‘better class’ " u
allowed to play golf. Their idea seemed reasonable. j
play golf with a dozen or more curious clubs, and you tr ~
a great many miles, sending a small rubber pill in nQl g
you as you go. The game is notoriously conducive io P ,
fanit Baselvall is played with one kind of a club_oply> |
a ba)lll somewh at_larga-)ﬁe It -pleases-yountg, ene?ﬁ@ﬂfmen'
who prefer rushing around bases and sliding through a
dust to a long, slow walk with a ten-year-old boy carrying
heavy load behind you. But the baseball players were t
disillusioned. As soon as they began their sacrilegious 1 j
two of them were arrested, locked up, and finally rc.cyg
under bail of 200 dollars. At the same time golf was jt,
played very near them. In the public park at Van 7 °fguiiy-
on Sunday, two hundred golfers were Flaying Pe?cered to
They were not molested. Several baseball teams gath® ple
play. They were warned off, and they went. The
fact is that golf is permitted on Sunday because A use
game of prosperous people. Baseball is forbidden O ggi
those who play it on Sunday are mechanics or “tn®” in
Here is a comical spectacle in a colllgien il

prosperous.
which all are supposed to have the same rights. plaf
man who only on Sunday can amuse himself wants

his game of ball on that day, he is locked up. Ht p?y

who can amuse himself every day in the week wants
golf on Sunday, he is not disturbed.”

The ReV. L. A Banks, D.D. (Downy Deceiver)) *“dapf

the “ Conversion of 8 Freetimimiker” in the Signal an  g(y
Union Gazette. It is a very silly story, quite benea pat«-
cism. The name of the converted Freethinker is ,j live>
It should have been John Fathead. He lives, or

somewhere in America. A long way o(T1
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Mr. Foote’'s Engagements.

Sunday, July 4, N.S. S. Annual Excursion to Box Hill and
forking-.

To Correspondents.

A1l communications for Mr. Charles Watts in reference to
pCturing’ engagements, etc., should be sent to him at 24
Larminia-road, Balham, S.\W. Ifa reply isrequired, a stamped

~and addressed envelope must be enclosed.

*ALOW .-Many thanks. Miss Vance is writing you on the

R Bali— Your cuttings are always welcome.

1 Holman.—Sorry we cannot use the verses. See paragraph
or the other matter.

K ent's Park Demonstration.—Miss Vance acknowledges
2s. from Archer B. Also is. from L. H. in Hyde Park.

E correspondent who sends us a reply to Mr. Cohen gives his
address, but has forgotten to give his name.

*S. Kerr.—Thanks. See “Acid Drops."

W. W. Strickland.—Shall appear.
‘T' Pegg.—We hope the Manchester friends will have a good
G 'me with their picnic.
C. Naevviger.—Mr. Foote will try to visit Hull as suggested
at the end of September or the beginning of October. Kindly
rop him another line in due course, and keep an eye on the
j *™a*y°u mention.

' "Rartram.—Much pleased to hear that your annual Demon-
rations at Newcastle-on-Tyne have been so successful. You
re evidently not dead there, though the enemy have been such
long time watching your funeral.

ALLMAN___We are obliged for the cutting. See * Acid

I" Y oung.—Shall appear.

th Mpson'— Freethinkers are, we know, lonely in many parts of
country without intellectual companionship. You have our
A"Pathy, and we hope you will yet come across some congenial

¢BROWN— Pleased to hear that the verses on “Jenkins, Chris-

,n caused such merriment among your fellow workmen,

anks for the cuttings. We have noticed the clerical whin-

In the Daily Mail over the poverty of the clergy. Nothing

and ux more hypocritical. Jesus said “ Blessed be ye poor,”

W . ey want to escape the blessing. He said, “ Woe unto
unch,” and they want to earn the curse.

B. Woffendale sends us a long letter in reply to Miss
wunPes in last week’s Freethinker. He devotes nearly the
the° G an incidental reference, and only a few lines to
W “tain question. Miss Vance did not invite, and does not
in A "a_ ?‘scuss'on with Mr. Woffendale on the subject of slavery
fo~crica. Nor do we particularly want illumination upon it
saml 1' Woffendale, and we suspect our readers are of the
Mr “ With regard to debating with you, sir, or with
tjj ‘ Charles Watts,” he says, " | beg to refer you to Mr. Atkins,
OF ~excellenf open-air chairman of the C. E. S., or to the letter
the \vy "duch | have recently forwarded to the secretary of
u West Ham Secular Society.” This may be very interesting

"\ lIs,ycry vague. A man who meant discussion would n
plaj in this manner. We invite Mr. Woffendale to sta
lea?y whether he is prepared 0 hald a publie debate with «
cojo” ¥ freethinker on conditions to be arranged by a joint-

shalT~any Ranks for the extract. It will be very useful. We
mOst Prol>ably print it in our next issue. Your letter, also, is
rec "/icome. It gives us great pleasure to hear from a
oni,; recruit. We hope you will always retain your good
Prede  Of the Freethinker.
Week' CK Ryan—Your valued article arrived too late for this
stAti s Issue. It will appear in our next,
ment f .(Hull) asks whether there is “any truth in a state-
Rnd ya 'r'enB made to me the other day, that Watts, Ingersoll,
"illicit 7YSe*i Believed in ‘illicit love."”” We answer " No," if
slyatt °ve" means promiscuous intercourse, or adultery, or
reformeC f entS °r . destruction, as distinguished from the
not f,.” ? B'e institution of marriage. Freethought leaders are
sRatk« , ec* ou”™ °P pigTStyes «ad lunatic asylums. Our corre-
NatiOn  Can stow this reply to his "friend.”
®newo Secular Society.—Miss Vance acknowledges :—
2, gy ent bund, W. McLean, 6s.; General Fund, J. Douglas,
* Grie
Phemy RS° N— Air. Bradlaugh’s defence, on his trial for Blas-
Pictures’],aj technical, because the incriminating articles and
sort Of laa appeared in the Freethinker, and he never had any
llro~cuti°nn! " tion with this journal. He was included in the
many h;'?1T  course, for political reasons. It was one of the
bailed wa  means employed to bring him to grief. That it
°UrselvesS to Bis friends, and to none more so than
j"~Pable of « SIrJlardinge Giflard, now Lord Halsbury, was
dirtyw , any dirty work against Bradlaugh. We mean legal
BapErs p ' wB'ch is often the dirtiest of all.

Spinion”p'VED— Midland D.aily Telegram—New York Public
eWs-_p Retford and Gainsborough News—Eastern Evening
(CAragoU~v OBdt Ideal and Vindicator (Ottawa)— Lucifer
TWoW *°rkshire Evening Post—Weekly Times and Echo
oriels—Kerry Sentinel—Progressivé Thinker,

T he National Secular Society’s office is at 1 Stationers’ Hall Court,
Ludgate Hill, E.C., where all letters should be addressed to
Miss Vance.

Friends who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by
marking the passages to which they wish us to call attention.

Lecture Notices must reach 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate
Hill, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

Letters for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate Hill, E.C.

Orders for literature should be sent to the Freethought Pub-
I|i_|s_r|1|in|g: gompany, Limited, 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate
ill, E.C.

T he Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing
office, post free, at the following rates, prepaid :—One year,
los. 6d.; halfyear, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.

Scale of Advertisements:—Thirty words, is. 6d.; every suc-
ceeding ten words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements :—One inch,
4s. 6d.; half column, £1 2s. 6d.; column, £z 5s. Special terms
for repetitions.

Very Personal.

Some years ago | had an encounter with the Rev. Hugh
Price Hughes. | feel interested, therefore, in reading
that some wealthy Wesleyans have bought and pre-
sented to him a country house in Surrey, to which he
may retire for peace, quiet, and recuperation from the
labors of his West London Mission. | do not envy
him, because | believe he works hard, and his supporters
ought not to let him work himself to death. He broke
down some time ago, and had to go away for several
months’ holiday. Here again | have a certain sympathy
with him. My own naturally strong constitution has
been somewhat strained, and | have had a pretty clear
warning in the shape of insomnia. This will not break
down a constitution like mine in a hurry, but if it be
not averted the break-down will be all the worse for
that when it happens. My work and responsibilities
are very exacting, and worry on the top of such work
is apt to cause an intolerable burden. Well, of late |
have been much worried, and | am only now free to
speak about it. With the opportunity comes the neces-
sity. If I do not speak out | shall be the victim of
misunderstanding and misrepresentation ; and, owing
to the special circumstances of the case, this might also
be to the detriment of the movement.

A present has been made to me. It is not a country
house in Surrey, but something far less agreeable. A
wealthy Freethinker, one who has just advertised the
fact that he can spare ~15,000 without inconvenience, has
procured a receiving order against me in the Court of
Bankruptcy. | fought every step of the way during
months of litigation, but the technical advantage was
on his side, and he has carried his point at last.

I have been President of the National Secular Society
for eleven years and four months. During one year a
feeble effort was made, at Mr. George Anderson’s sug-
gestion, to provide me an honorarium. Mr. Anderson
sent a letter to the Bristol Conference, in 1895, through
Mr. Robert Forder, without any prior consultation with
me. The substance of that letter is given in the Con-
ference report (Freethinker, June 9, 1895, P- 357) «—

“ Mr. Anderson said he had long felt that the President
of the N. S. S. should be recouped for his loss of time
and money in serving the party’s interests. It was unfair
that heavy burdens should be laid upon those who were
doing such valuable work. Of course it might be said
that Presidents had asked for nothing. But that was no
answer. Mr. Bradlaugh had died several thousand
pounds in debt, owing to this state of things. Chris-
tian congregations looked after the worldly wants of their
ministers, and Secularists should do the same ; and Mr.
Anderson believed the congregation was large enough to
do it. He hoped the Conference would appoint a com-
mittee to consider the matter and report upon it forth-
with.”

Messrs. Anderson, Forder, Watts, and Ward were
appointed as a committee for this purpose. They
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reported that the President should, as a start, be paid
an honorarium of at least £100 per year. But they did
not succeed in raising the full amount; and, as Mr.
Anderson gave nothing himself the second year, and
the fund was practically left for me to raise, | thought I
should best consult my own dignity, and the dignity of
all concerned, by letting the whole thing drop. Thus
ended the episode of the President’s honorarium. |
recurred to the old order of unpaid service. | never
charged the N.S. S. for out-of-pocket expenses— not
even for postage stamps. Year after year | bore what
Mr. Anderson called “ heavy burdens.” In 1897 what
was called the Treasurer’'s Scheme was started. Mr.
Hartmann proposed to raise 1,500 a year for the
Society’s work, out of which the President was to
receive £230. It was a very large scheme, but the
Conference accepted it, and | loyally supported it,
though | was sure it would fail. Mr. Hartmann sub
scribed £30 himself. Other supporters of the move
ment were invited by circular to contribute. Mr,
Anderson replied that Secularists would not support
their own cause ; they would take their President’s
services, for instance, but they took care to pay him
nothing. This was not a very reasonable reply when
it was proposed to do something in real earnest. It
showed, however, that Mr. Anderson still appreciated
the President’s “ heavy burdens.”

How curious it is that this same Mr. Anderson should
be the person, after further years of these “ heavy
burdens,” to pursue me into the Bankruptcy Court.
But such is the fact, and | mean to tell the whole
story.

After the fire at the old Freethinker office, in 1886,
I was practically penniless. Consequently 1 was
obliged to borrow capital to carry on my business.
What | obtained was sunk in a heavy stock of books
and pamphlets, and in the Freethinker, which was then
published at a penny, and on which there was a con-
siderable weekly loss. | had increased its size from
eight to twelve pages, and | afterwards increased it to
sixteen. Its circulation kept improving, but my capital
was insufficient to bear the loss until the turn of the

tide. Several investors wanted their money back too
soon. So many notices came in that it was like a run
on a bank. | paid back a good deal of money by hook

or by crook ; and sometimes, in the haste to pay
some their principal, | was unable to pay others
their interest. The muddle would have been per-
fectly hopeless if it had not been for a bit of luck
—one of those things that come once in a lifetime,
and that your enemies talk about all your lifetime. |
was thus enabled to reduce my indebtedness a good
deal, but a fair amount remained, and the financial
strain of the loss on the Freethinker still continued.
At that time | gave Mr. Anderson, at his own request,
a statement of my affairs, showing how many persons
had put money into my business, and how much I
had paid each of them back. It was a document
of which | had no need to be ashamed. But | do
not mention it for that reason. My object is to
show that Mr. Anderson knew the state of my affairs, and
the difficulties | had to encounter. He even sent out a
circular to my creditors, begging their indulgence, and
even suggesting that they might reduce their claims.
One creditor generously replied with a writ ; he had
taken a slight at something, and he took that way of
illustrating his appreciation of my services to the move-
ment. Mr. Anderson said | was a fool to go on, that |
should never live to pay all my creditors, and that
| ought to get freedom in some way, even if it were in
the Bankruptcy Court. | even went to the length of
giving my solicitor the wherewithal to file my petition,
but the document was not presented. “ No,” | said,
“ 1 will struggle on to the end ; if somebody else makes
me bankrupt | cannot help it, but it shall not be my own
act.” So | tore up the petition.

All this was before Mr. Anderson wrote that letter to
the Bristol Conference about the President’'s “ heavy
burdens ” and the necessity of relieving him, at least
by allowing him something for his lost time and his in-
evitable expenses.

Mr. Anderson had not invested any money in my
business as others had on a six-months’ notice of with-
drawal. He had, however, assisted me with advances.
He saw what my “ heavy burdens ” were, and he came
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to my help. | felt very grateful, and | am sorry that
the moral obligation is now cancelled. It did not occur
to me that he would ever try to make this a purely per-
sonal matter, or | would have protected myself. When,
for instance, he offered me, quite unsolicited, a cheque
for £150, if he had said to me, “ | shall demand this
back some day, and if you cannot pay me | shall hold
myself at liberty to sue you, to distrain on your home,
to carry havoc into your family, and even to drive you
into the Bankruptcy Court,” | should have returned bis
cheque and wished him good-day. The *“ heavy
burdens” | was bearing were really not personal.
They were party burdens. | did not want money to
buy my wife a bonnet, my children shoes,-or myself a
dinner. | wanted money to meet the obligations | had
incurred as the leader— the elected leader— of the only
definite Freethought party in Great Britain. | gave
Mr. Anderson written acknowledgments of his advances,
but | never took, and he never offered, a single receipt
for any repayment; and this very fact shows that it was
not a hard-and-fast matter of business between us.
That he *“ helped me” has of late been frequently
asserted by Mr. Anderson. What that “ help” was]j
have stated. There is an impression abroad that this
is not all. This impression has been strengthened by
an apparently inspired paragraph in another journal. _1

.think it necessary, therefore, to say that this impression

is quite erroneous. Beyond the advances referred to 1
have never had any money privately from Mr. Anderson.
Mr. Anderson’s advances, made at the time | refer to,
between eight and ten years ago, amounted altogether
to £300. There was a previous cheque for £75 whtcn
he gave me some time in 1886, before | became Presi'
dent of the N. S. S. | draw a distinction between tha
advance and the later ones. | had the money to pr°’
mote work | was doing for the cause, it is true, but
was not then bearing the “ heavy burdens.” They
rested at that time on Mr. Bradlaugh’s shoulders.

It will thus be seen that £373 represents the suni*
total of Mr. Anderson’s advances. When | got a little
breathing-time by increasing the price of the Freethinks
to twopence, | repaid him£3 or 10 as I could. Nearly
£70 in all. But the circulation of the Freethinker o*
not remain what it was, although, under the new conui
tions, it paid its way, instead of entailing a loss. More
over, my expenses increased. |was bearing the “ heavy
burdens ” still.  There was also a depression in °u,
movement, owing to the death of Mr. Bradlaugh an
the defection of Mrs. Besant, and my platform earn
ings were considerably reduced. Then came the fres

burden ” of maintaining a platform in London &ft®
we lost the Hall of Science. Miss Vance can testiy
that | often spent my own earnings on other lecture
to keep the ball rolling. We had the Foresters’ Ha >
then Milton Hall, and finally the Athenaeum Hall.
five years | have kept open a Sunday evening platto
at the last place, and one £10 voted by the Hoard
the Secular Society, Limited, is all the assistance ! ha
ever received. | have borne the entire responsibih
Whoever lectured there in my absence received a fee
least as large as he would have had elsewhere— so
times much larger—whatever the size of the audien
| also saw to the Sunday Demonstrations in the
air during the summer, when the Athenaeum Hall v
closed—with the rent going on. It was my duty tO ~
that all the speakers at these Demonstrations were j
munerated. But it did not occur to anybody tha ~
should be recompensed ; and | have never taken,

requested, a penny for any one of these great
(

Not that | am boasting of my “ generosity.’
merely explaining, now that the time has come
explanation. ,
Some people fancied | was making a fortune out O
Freethinker alone. Well, | will give them some *
to think over, for I am now past reticence. Wt> Ns

dear friend and colleague, Mr. Wheeler, died, |

week’s salary round to his widow. Itwas £2 ICS jjttlO
| added another 10s., thinking she might want a .
more for various reasons. Now that £3 was Jas ygf-
more than the whole profit from that week’s Freel ~ Of
There was nothing for me ; in fact, I was 5s; ° jOok
pocket, though I had done all the work—and as ~ {J
back | wonder how I did it. For a whole mont OnthS
Mrs. Wheeler £2 10s. per week, and for two tthy
after that £1 5s. per week, And | begtosayt *
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le wh® go about gossiping that this money, or a single
penny of it, was deducted from the subscription |
raised for her. But here again | am not boasting. |
simply feel that the time has come to tell the truth.
want some people to understand what a fortune | was
making, and how | spent it.

fin year a‘ter my dear friend’s death— 1 miss him
1{ Projected the Freethought Publishing Company.
«,aa*ost a gallant and steadfast comrade, | was getting
er>the “heavy burdens” still remained, and |
ought they should be better distributed. 1 had con-
frsations w>th Mr- Anderson on the subject, and |
mved him the draft of a circular | had prepared, in
Ich he suggested some alterations. The circular was
len Printed, under date of June 21, 1899, and sent by
P°st to a large number of Freethinkers. One para-
graph ran as follows

I have mentioned this matter privately to two friends.

e °f them, whose name | am not at liberty to disclose,

*s ready to invest two, three, or five hundred pounds in
mis project, according to circumstances. The other is
rr. George Anderson, whose name is well known to the
Secular party. He also is ready to invest five hundred

Pounds, should the number of shares subscribed be
sufficient.”

ev~r’ Anderson now says that he does not believe he
|, er saw that printed circular. But he admits that I
nty “ anonymous friend ” up to his office, where
~ y held a conversation on the projected Company in
Of Presence. Nor is that all. | printed the substance
Vjt, e Preliminary circular in the Freethinker of July 16,
tod a*st °* %16 promises of support | had received up
£1 h' ~r' Anderson’s name headed the list for 500
CGa s .res. That list, with additions as fresh promises
for t In” Was printed conspicuously in the Freethinker
sja .en Successive weeks with Mr. Anderson’s name
fOnInti 't every time. When the Articles of Associa
ap Were drawn up and printed, Mr. Anderson’s name
andeared as one of the first Directors of the Company,
The r s'ffned the Articles with the other founders.
le, I °‘mpany was then registered, and he became
diat / °ne O the “trst “tve Directors, his name iinme-
Pr y afterwards appearing as such in the Company’s
foetus, which was not only issued in a separate
ut published in the advertisement pages of the
~ninker.
did musl; .be admitted, | think, that if Mr. Anderson
8ino 10t Sive me the promise of support which |
exPosumed’ I took a very open way of courting
time Uu* “e ncver repudiated that promise at the
~N's repudiation would have had at least a
thinkj Cle validity- te repudiates it now. And |
the julmay leave him, without a word of comment, to
to theGYnent °f my readers in general, and in particular
befOre'tudErnent of those who saw his name in the list
tW ‘hey became Shareholders in the Freethought
SO ling Company themselves.
Mr, a e t'me after the Company was started | spoke to
thens'i 6>SOn ah°ut taking up his Shares. He did not
Premi‘y. ' never promised to take any,” or “ | never
~euld t 1 *°. tahe 5°°-” What he said was that he
adv™ a*e Shares as | paid him money against his old
(650 jres' This was not unreasonable, so I paid him
implicit bant notes— taking no receipt, as usual, so
to°k no cas my reliance upon him. To my surprise he
'bade ° Shares. A month later, as he said | had not
«S0. efficiently large payment, | handed him another
5terWWa i° my surprise he took no shares then. Weeks
ffiis fr; rUs he applied for twenty-five. On hearing of
ffiat at”™tr/16 Secretary, | wrote to him, pointing out
“efore u thls rate | should have to pay him 2,000
r°t renl6 COu'd take the 500 promised shares. He did
frrmtuy' Nor has he applied for any more Shares
, 1 must day tO this-
*acffiali °Ow 6xplam that the (1,000 in cash for which
__y so'd my business— payable in certain instal-
s°ld j~ as n°t money that | could use as | pleased,
t~"ded th Us*ess, but ™ kept the liabilities, which
p °early £ 1I'000° My expenses of formation came
\feethi,/,,100\ Then again, | undertook to farm the
aS°wn 'V ntl Company could find premises of
tRril; gnamé‘isf)l J\|/t.|_Was unable to 8 until thelf(ollowmg

LLKLKL= -
neo pane’ Forder's—brea nearfy ruined
and everything else, | had next to

r myself for a whole half-year, during which
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time | had to live on my own resources. There
was a considerable account owing to my printer,
which | discharged. Then my largest creditor, in the
paper trade, with an eye on that (1,000, as though |
had it intact, refused to listen to reason, and would
accept no offer, nor even consent to join a meeting of
creditors, with a view to dividing up my resources
equitably. | frustrated him as far as | could, but I
could not do so completely without appealing myself to
the Bankruptcy Court. Mr. Anderson then joined in
the hunt for that money. He talked about the {1,000,
like the rest, as though it were separately available for
each creditor. He took to threatening me, and finally
set his solicitors at me. My own solicitors tackled
them, and so the game went on, although it was clear
that very little was to be got out of me in any case.

Had | not paid Mr. Anderson those two sums of
¢50—¢100 in all—in order (as | say) that he might be
able to take a proportionate number of Shares in the
Freethought Publishing Company, he could not have
sued me at all ; for the recovery of his old advances,
even if they had been made on the commonest per-
sonal grounds, was barred by the Statute of Limita-
tions. It was necessary for him to maintain that he
never promised to take Shares, that my payments to him
were absolutely on account of his old advances, and
not to enable him to take the said Shares, and that
by these payments | had taken the debt out of the
Statute of Limitations, renewed it, and made it recover-
able. Unfortunately, | did not receive his promise to
take the Shares in writing, and it was therefore impos-
sible to sustain his legal liability. Our intercourse at
the time was so familiar that it would have been very
odd if | had asked him for more than a verbal promise.
Others also made verbal promises, and have redeemed
them.

For a wealthy man, who can spare (15,000, Mr.
Anderson displayed a curious generosity in his action.
He sued me for (147 interest as well as the principal!
By forcing the pace, his solicitors prevented the action
from coming before a jury. They induced the Master
in Chambers to make an order that I could defend the
whole action by paying (200 into court ; failing which,
there would be judgment for (200, with leave to defend
the remainder. This was a trap which | declined to
walk into. The judgment for ;200 was then proceeded
with, leaving the suit for the (147 interest still pend-
ing ; and in due course, after a stubborn fight by my
solicitors, they got their receiving order (on Saturday,
June 29) in the Bankruptcy Court. So | suppose I shall
very shortly be made a bankrupt. For my pursuer is
one who, on account of his wealth, has been used to
deference and even subservience, and does not look with
a kind eye on anyone who stands up to him.

During the course of the litigation | offered to pay
Mr. Anderson the sum of {200, which | arranged to
obtain, and which was the balance of all the money he
had ever advanced me—on condition that he fulfilled
his promise to take Shares in the Freethought Publish-
ing Company. That offer was rejected, with the
addendum that he had never promised, either publicly
or privately, to take such Shares. Subsequently |
offered to have the whole matter submitted to a Com-
mittee of Honor. Mr. Anderson’s solicitors acknow-
ledged the receipt of my solicitors’ letter, but no further
reply was vouchsafed. He chose to sit tight on his
technical advantage. He was quite willing to take my
money, but not to take his Shares. And | was quite
resolved that he should have no more of the one without
the other.

Well now, | say that | tried to bring this matter to
an honorable conclusion for both sides ; and | failed,
because Mr. Anderson took a perverse view of the
matter, or because he was determined to do me all the
injury he could. From what has been conveyed to me
by some who have heard him speak on the subject, as
well as from his action, | fancy the latter motive is the
one that animates him. And as there is only one place
where | have any property left—namely, my home— I
expect very soon to see it invaded, and the war waged
against my wife and children. With regard to the
“ dishonor,” | have to say that | am indifferent
to the opinion of the outside world. | am not of it,
I do not contend for its prizes, | have never sought
its smiles, and | treat its frowns with disdain.
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It is enough for me to explain myself to the satisfaction
of my own party ; the party for which | have fought,
and sacrificed, and suffered— the party to which 1 have
given my life. To that party alone shall | ever address
my vindication. And in that party | believe | have
friends who will not see me financially crushed by a
rich man, soured in his old age by the malicious™ tales
of fair-seeming friends or jaundiced by his own miscon-
ceptions. To crush me in any other sense is impossible.
I have my tongue and my pen still, I have my head
with what is init, and | have that in my heart which
has held me erect in wild storms of adversity before,
and will do so again. | know | am very far from perfect,
and many faults have been laid to my charge, but my
worst enemy never suggested that | was a coward.

G. W. Foote.

Sugar Plums.

The London Freethinkers’ Annual Excursion takes place
to-day, and full particulars will be found in our advertise-
ment columns. The special train starts at a convenient
time in the morning for Box Hill and Dorking, and returns
at an equally convenient hour in the evening. The return
tickets are only 2s. for adults and is. for children under
twelve. Mr. Foote, Mr. Watts, Mr. Cohen, Miss Vance,
and other well-known Freethinkers, will join the excursion ;
and it is hoped that the train will be crowded with metro-
politan “ saints.”

Those who have not got their tickets for the excursion
beforehand will be able to obtain them outside Victoria and
London Bridge Stations for half an hour or so prior to the
starting of the train. We say outside, for the tickets must
not be sold inside. Readers will please note this. Miss
Vance will be at Victoria, and other well-known N. S. S.
representatives at London Bridge.

The fourth Freethought Demonstration took place on
Sunday evening in Hyde Park. Unfortunately, the weather
was unpropitious. The rain, which had been threatening all
day, began to fall a little soon after the meeting commenced.
Mr. Davies made a brief introductory speech as chairman,
and Mr. Cohen was brief in turn as the first speaker. Mr.
Watts had about a quarter of an hour, and Mr. Foote, after
speaking for a short time, had to wind up the proceedings,
as the clerk of the weather was then in grim earnest. Other
circumstances were also unfavorable. So many orators were
holding forth at contiguous meetings within earshot that it
was quite a Babel. The West London Branch members
were for the most part conspicuous by their absence, and one
or two who were there were engaged in promoting rival Free-
thought meetings. To add to the unpleasantness, the large
new platform had broken down in the morning, and the
miserable little thing available in the evening was not high
enough to raise the speakers where they could command the
audience ; indeed, it was impossible to see them a few yards
from the centre of tile meeting. Perhaps it will be better, on
a future occasion, to take the brake down to the old
Reformers’ Tree, and submit to other disadvantages for the
sake of peace and comfort.

Mr. E. Treharne-Jones still assails superstition in South
Wales as opportunitg offers. On Saturday evening, June 29,
he took part in a public debate with Mr. D. J. Jones on the
question, “ Is the Bible a Composition of Mythology?” We
are informed that Mr. Treharne-Jones acquitted himself in a
masterly manner. His opponent, on the other hand, who is
a Wesleyan local preacher, showed himself very imperfectly
acquainted with the subject, and was quite unable to follow
the “infidel ” as he traced several Biblical stories to their
mythological sources.

The Manchester Branch picnic takes place next Sunday
(July 14). The party will go to Hebden Bridge for Hard-
castle Crags by the train leaving Victoria Station at 11 a.m.
The return fare is 2s. 6d. Ample accommodation will be
found for refreshment. A fine day is hoped for, and a strong
rally of the local “ saints.”

Mr. H. Percy Ward had two more fine meetings at New-
castle-on-Tyne on Sunday. There was a good sale of literature
too, and thousands of tracts and bills advertising the Free-
thinker were distributed.

Freethinkers all over the country are reminded that the
Freethought Publishing Company, Limited, needs and
deserves their support. They will see from an article in this
week’s Freethinker that the present moment is extremely
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opportune, if they have any intention at all of supporting this
enterprise. Those who believe in the Company’s objects, ana
especially in the value of this journal, should rally to its
assistance at this juncture.

Monaca,

(From the Italian.)

One by one ! How pale a tide outrolls !
The child-nuns passing, tear-bedewed,
Murmuring a prayer subejued

For all dead souls.

Shadowed in feathery veil,
Like doves from some far nest ;
Counting the clouds to rest
That thither sail.

“Tell me, child so chaste, and bent
Beneath the sullen incubus of sorrow :
In golden dreams of childhood’s morrow,
Hath never Love a tremor lent ?”

“ | dreamed of children, flowers that bloomed eternal
The softer solace of a mother’s breast.
I dreamed of dances, kisses ! The black pneS
Menaced me with fire infernal,

‘ Vade retro/ cried. ‘ Thou art condemned ;
None e’er shall kiss thy modest lip.
This world’s a demon-driven ship
On a sea without an end.’

“ And they have buried me from ray of ruth
Within this grave-like monast'ry,
To live and die
Under the plumes of the eternal truth.

“ He was fair, in godlike beauty moulded.
May | forget his lips that vain did sigh
That day | bade him evermore good-bye,

And convent portals swift his form enfolded.

“ Flower of my life thou’rt passing so—unseen,
A poor crushed violet,
Forgotten, desolate,
And for the love that might have been.

“ Love ! kisses ! Oh, my heart is tired !
I'll tear the tonac from his face ;
And, closely locked in love’s embrace,

We two will find alone our paradise 1’

George W oodward-

The National Secular Society.

Report of monthly Executive meeting held on Thurs”jO
June 27; the President in the chair. There were fi
present  Messrs. E. Bater, W. Beech, C. Cohen, J- ¢0)
T. Gorniot, W. Heaford, W. Leat, B. Munton, J.
Quinton, H. J. Stace, T. Thurlow, G. J. Warren, T. ” '
C. Watts, F. Wood.
This belng the first meeting of the new Executive» ~
Conference Agenda was considered, and resolution
moved by the President—viz., “ That the Execute ~CF
instructed to consider and report upon the whole questiw W
Branches, subscriptions, and membership, with a vi jjst
securing an increased revenue and a more satisfacto t
of adherents”—was discussed, and a sub-committee, co
ing of Messrs. E. Bater, T. Wilmot, and J. e pev
elected to inquire and report upon the matter. Thfe ~
members were elected for the West London ? ratlCfOr the
three for the parent Society. Permission was given
formation of new Branches at Coventry and Ridley-T°a
Messrs. Warren, Roger, Bater, Quay, and Stac"jjtg
re-elected as a Benevolent Fund Committee for the e
year, and Messrs. Munton and Leat as monthly audit
The President made a statement concerning the
of the executors of the late S. Hartmann, Esg., an
resolved that he (the President) should proceed
matter in the manner he suggested. thveuSAl
It was also resolved thata Children’s Outdoor t™
be arranged for in September. alld "6
Other minor matters of business were discussecfi‘ g,
meeting adjourned. Edith M-

The King’s coronation oath is to be modified, if ‘ jnted ~
accepts the recommendation of the committee app
consider the matter. His Majesty will damn a™nt *
Catholics without swearing at them. That is
substance of it.
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Correspondence.

MORALITY AND ATHEISM.
TO THE EDITOR OF * THE FREETHINKER.1

in iV Mr-”~'nldmm says that | make “a great mistake”
reSta that he either denies, or expects us to deny, moral
u Pon@hility. But he repeatedly argues, or asserts, that
sa °,. *tystands or falls by the existence of a supernatural
‘ ctl°n.” Therefore, if he is an Atheist, he denies moral
acc’onsihhity; and if he is not an Atheist, he expects us to
s eP: the argument or assertion which denies us a moral
dr&e he does expect us to accept this argument is
an ? n hy the further fact that he asks us to recognise an
inctf e Secular inconsistency, when such recognition of
flle° n@stency depends absolute]y on our prior admission of
alleged destruction of moral responsibility under Atheism,
not i2UCCeedInS statement calmly assumes that, because | did
Jj now_whether my opponent was Atheist or Christian, |
G .no r*&ht to deny any statements he might make con-
siip InS the alternative positions involved. The ineffable
Pres 655 = tk's *dea *s such that for a long time | charitably
Mr p?ed that some slip or mistake had occurred, and that
Tl y,n®fham could not mean what he said,
the f6 hearing of the succeeding accusation flung at me in
Plex’rm  a duestion was for a time so obscure and per-
frienH™ 1O otdlers as wed as to myself, that discussion with
niea 1 wkose Help | sought failed to solve the mystery of its
ges.n'rS- Of the two possible interpretations then sug-
\e 1now see that neither was right. We failed because
Hs’_(tﬁ)GIOOking Por a rati°nal meaning, which was about the
leaj. 1InS we ought to have expected” Avoiding such mis-
tinln"rexPectati®ns, and taking Mr. Kingham'’s taunting ques-
Agw3d stands, the assumption in it is that any “ professor ” of
h;,,. kifl even Mr. Kingham himself, so long as he can pass
tile 6* as a possible Atheist—has the right to “ determine
tl'at QlitraSt ” Hetween Atheistic and Christian doctrine, and
the *aer Atheists, such as myself, have no right to object to
pOSgj'.esentment of Atheism put forth by the pretended or
theai 6Atheist. The idea expressed is simply a repetition of
Kjn ,most incredibly ridiculous assumption embodied in Mr.
intea?aTl's preceding remark, which I now see he fully
everv « ~r- Kingham, or any other man, has, of course,
alloy. riSHt to proclaim his own opinions as liis own ; but to
Secui.”™ suck person to father his statements on Atheism (or
that f ri?m’ or evolution, or science), and to admit his claim
place statements shall then be unchallengeable, would
any jjv theism at the mercy of any indiscreet Atheist and of
Mr irCrit'cal Christian masquerading as an Atheist.
tionth begins his second paragraph with the asscr-
the at he certainly did not imply that the determinism of
N Jftarist has any connection whatever with moral ir
than ,,,.“'ty- But the matter hinged upon this point more
ne\n-\/F)drii'a’hy °ther7 andVf M. Kingham does not see this
@gﬁ%tj@%derstand or to remember the tenor of his ovui
hying e represented Mr. Watts, for instance, as vainly
ni O reconcile morality with the Secular position that
the niodXi*°ns are determined by natural law.” He contrasted
freean. aierits of “ Christianity, in claiming man to be a
hel”~nt,” with the supposed demerits of Secularism, which
He say'? mans actions are determined by natural causation,
"hich S”™Mat "the possession of a free will is the only element
'(gent "Cair to constitute him a moral and responsible
Mio js t fail to see the use of arguing with a disputant
Ms Ov,,,S0 hhndly oblivious of the substance and purport of
Thatn ~marks.
extrei Ny opponent upholds the free-will doctrine in its
vhere 1, and absurdest form is seen in his third paragraph,
to «6 says that to use the phrase “ caused volitions ” would
LbsolutP?erpetrate a paradox.” He thus commits himself
bold th | the belief in “uncaused volitions.” He must
IfrofP(t 114e &reat natural law of cause and effect is totally
He ‘P one extremely important province of nature.
Pendem] malntain that the decisions of our will arise inde-
. ctrine™ P" causation, or without causes or motives—a
If true, would make man a more irrespon-
' Sacti0 Unrnanageable being than the wildest lunatic, since
sli?l?°uld. not  influenced or determined or foreseen
\Puld de t teSt duSree- H Is Mr. Kingham’s doctrines that
&dexpia- °y moral responsibility, while Secularism affirms
dauge‘ns such responsibility,
d]surdityo. v°htion,” | may observe, is by no means the
uili-l y U aPPoars to my oppoment, Who makes it the
b°ntmd 2 "‘~voluntary volition,” which he assumes to be
bigb °n in terms, and therefore an impossibility. If
"Usod »aj*es \ induce a man to work for me, his volition is
tlii“'untan?l  certainly cannot rightly be described as
ina's as ' “ Caused volition ” is therefore not the same
spdced thinv°~Untary volition.” On the other hand, if I
1.7irig t? man to work for me by threats of shooting or
Co'untal?’ I71? volition might fairly be described as
thP  Possibl vobtion.” Such “involuntary volition” is per-
foL~tuai , e« There is no self-contradiction or paradox in
jP- nieanings of the words, but only in their outward

‘n deapneSS’ ?r c’mplain, that | find very great diffi-
Ing satisfactorily with letters like those to which

THE FREETHINKER.

429

I am now replying. The statements they contain are often
crude or irrelevant, or are unintelligible puzzles destitute of
perceptible logical point. Much of the matter is padding of
a more or less doubtful character. Many of the assertions |
could not accept without correction ; and if | accepted the
responsibility of such correction | should lay myself open to
charges of misrepresentation.

To some of the more intelligible of Mr. Kingham’s crude
assertions | should have to give a distinct denial, as, for
instance, where he declares that “ natural selection teaches
(sic) that those organisms which benefit in the struggle for
existence are never benefitted except by a corresponding
injury to others.” Butthestruggle is largely against natural
hardships, and an animal is improved to meet them quite
independently of “ corresponding injury ” to any other animal.
Mutual adaptation, or even co-operation, is often brought
about by natural selection, as between the bee and the flower,
to the injury of neither and the benefit of both. To say that
natural selection never benefits organisms except by inflicting
corresponding injury on other organisms is distinctly untrue.

Other statements are so bewilderingly paradoxical that |
feel incapable of understanding them without first inviting a
preliminary attack of lunacy. Mr. Kingham, for instance,
declares that, “ according to evolution, to be one thing is to
be nothing”; and that “the cause is the effect in analysis ;
the effect is the cause in synthesis.”

So far as | can judge, his main arguments or assertions
appear to be long-winded reiterations in slightly varied forms
of the charges against which | protested, and to which I
replied, in my previous letter. They are based on the ridicu-
lously perverse idea that the secular or scientific view of the
universe must logically exclude moral responsibility. This is
far from being the case. The actual fact is that the inevi-
table laws and blind forces of Nature produce and maintain
moral responsibility. In proof of this | referred my opponent
to Darwin’s purely scientific and purely secular account of
the evolution of the moral sense. If he does not care to
study and understand so instructive a teacher of the world as
Darwin, he must not expect me to undertake the laborious
trouble involved in the exceedingly tedious and unprofitable
task of attempting to follow and understand his own bewil-
dering compositions.

The fact is, that the missing link in such arguments as
those | am dealing with—namely, the logical link needed to
connect natural laws of causation with absence of moral
responsibility—is supplied by mere assumption become
habitual, and therefore regarded as axiomatic. Certain
minds build up their own theory of moral responsibility on
supernaturalism as a basis ; and they allow themselves to be
so wrapped in their own interpretation of moral responsi-
bility that they are totally unable to perceive or admit that
other minds (such as Darwin’s, to wit) build up their inter-
pretation and explanation of moral responsibility on a purely
natural basis. Such supernaturalistic moralists adopt foolish
notions concerning the nature of volition, choice, free agency,
etc., and then think that continual re statement of their own
illogical and unscientific opinions is all that is necessary to
demolish a scientific view which they appear to be incapable
of comprehending. They fall into a man-trap themselves,
and think that everybody else is bound to follow their
example. W. P. Ball.

He and She.

HE.

I+ | were Pierpont Morgan
And you were Hetty Green,
We’'d corner all the bowers,
We’d make the sunshine ours,
And | would crown you queen
Upon a throne of flowers,
If | were Pierpont Morgan
And you were Hetty Green.

SHE.

If you were Pierpont Morgan
And | were Hetty Green,

In dismal days and sunny

We'd just keep making money
And stacking it between

Our happy selves, my honey,

If you were Pierpont Morgan
And | were Hetty Green.

— Chicago Record Herald.

Get your newsagent to take a few copies of the Freethinker
and try to sell them, guaranteeing him against copies that remain
unsold. Take an extra copy (or more), and circulate it among
your acquaintances. Leave a copy of the Freethinker now and
then in the train, the car, or the omnibus. Display, or get dis-
played, one of our contents-sheets, which are of a convenient
size for the purpose. Miss Vance will send them on application.
Get your newsagent to exhibit the Freethinker in the window.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

[Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday,
and be marked “ Lecture Notice,” if not sent on post-card.]

LONDON.

The Athenaeum Hall (73 Tottenham Court-road, VV.); Closed
for the summer.

Open-air Propaganda.

N. S. S. Annual Excursion to Box Hill and Dorking-. Special
train leaves London Bridge at io a.m., New Cross 10.5, Victoria
10.5, Clapham Junction 10.10.

Battersea Park Gates : Annual Excursion.

Brockwell Park : Annual Excursion.

Station-road (Camberwell): Annual Excursion.

Clerkenyvell Green : Annual Excursion.

Edmonton (corner of Angel-road): Annual Excursion.

Finsbury Park (near Band Stand): Annual Excursion.

Hammersmith Broadway : Annual Excursion.

Hyde Park (near Marble Arch) : Annual Excursion.

Mile End Waste: Annual Excursion. July 10, at 8.15, T.
Leggat.

Peckham Rye : Annual Excursion.

Stratford (The Grove): Annual Excursion.

Victoria Park : Annual Excursion.

Kingsland (corner of Ridley-road): Annual Excursion.

COUNTRY.

Birmingham Branch : Annual Pic-nic to the Clent Hills.
Start at 9.30 from the Victoria Hotel, John Bright-street. July
10, in the Bull Ring, at 8 H. P. Ward. July 12, at Nechell’s
Green at 8, H. P. Ward.

Chatham Secular Society (Queen's-road, New Brompton):
2.45, Sunday-school.

Hur1 : Annual trip to Aldboro’.

Leicester Secular Society (Humberstone-gate): 6.30, F. J.
Gould, " Matthew Arnold’s Empedocles."

Sheffield Secular Society (Hall of Science, Rockingham-
street): Joseph McCabe—3, "A Century of Rellglous Disillu-
sion 7, " Kingsley’s Hypatia." Tea at 5.

H. Percy Ward, 2 Leamington-place, George-street, Balsall
Heath, Birmingham.—July 7, 14, 21, 28, Birmingham.

Recently Published, 24 pp. in cover, price 3d. (with a valuable
Appendix),

Spiritualism a Delusion: its Fallacies Exposed.

A Criticismfrom the Standpoint of Science and Impartial
Observation.

By CHARLES WATTS.

London: The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited,
1 Stationers’ Hall Court, E.C.

PECULIAR PEOPLE.
An Open Letter to Mr. Justice Wills.

On his sentencing Thomas George Senior to four months'
Imprisonment with Hard Labor for Obeying the Bible by not
calling in a Doctor to his Sick Child.
By G. W. FOOTE.
16 pp. Price One Penny.

The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited,
1 Stationers’ Hall Court, E.C.

London :

South London Secular Hall Company,
(Limited).
Registered Office—61 New Church-road, Camberwell, S.E.

An Extraordinary General Meeting Of the Shareholders will
be held on Tuesday, the 9UL inst., at 8 p.m., at the office of the
Company. Shareholders who have failed to notify their change
of address are requested to communicate with the Secretary.

HEELER'S DICTIONARY, new, 4s., a few left;
ANALYSIS OF NATURAL RELIGION (Grote and
Bentham), 1822, is. qd.; Blumenfeld’s EXISTENCE OF CHRIST
DISPROVED, 2s. 3d. Wanted:—Secularist, set; lconoclast’s
Pamphlets and Debates ; James Thomson's ("B.V.”) Pamphlets ;
Morris’s Pamphlets.—A. G. Barker, 5 Verulam Avenue, Wal-
thamstow, Essex.

HAT OFFERS for TEN £1 fully-paid Shares South London
Secular Hall Company ? Business losses cause advertiser

to sell. Low price taken.—J. T., 38 Almeric-road, S.W.

AS
Great Yarmouth.
graph if requested.

IT A DREAM? Novelette.
Paper covers.

By J. W. de Caux,
By post is. 2d. Auto-
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SENSATIONAL OFFER

FOR

259.

1 Man's Lounge Suit

AND

1 Watch and Chain.

Centre Second Cronograph. Splendid

Timekeeper.

Suits include Black, Blue, Brown, Grey,

and Green.

Fawn,

State color preferred, and give length Ol sleeve from
centre of back. Length inside leg and measuremelll
round chest over vest; also state age, height, and
weight. Then we can safely guarantee satisfaction.

Wanted Smart Young Man to take orders for Suits
Two good references required.  35s- Pef
Apply, with stamp for reply, to

and Boots.
week offered.

J. W. GOTT, 2 & 4 Union-street, Bradford.

THE BEST BOOK

ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM IS, | BELIEVE,
TRUE MORALITY, or THE THEORY AND PRACTICE
OF NEO-MALTHUSIANISM.

By J R. HOLMES, M.M.L., M.V.S., M.N.S.S.

160 pages, with portrait and autograph, bound in cloth, gilt lettOe ’
Price is., postfree.

In order to bring the information within the reach of the p°°y J?
most important parts of the book are issued in a pamphlet g
pages at one penny, post free 2d. Copies of the pampbh®
distribution is. a dozen post free. »

The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, says:
Holmes’ pamphlet......is an almost unexceptional statementO s
Neo-Malthusian theory and practice......and throughout apf to
to moral feeling...... The special value of Mr. Holmes'’s serV\]y is
the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human well-being genera
just his combination in his pamphlet of a plain statement ° ufit
physical and moral need for family limitation with a plain ac
of the means by which it can be secured, and an offer toa
cerned of the requisites at the lowest p055|ble prices.’

The Council of the Malthusian League, Dr. Drysda >
Allbutt, and others, have also spoken of it in very high ter®

Orders should be sent to the author, g

J. R. HOLMES, HANNEY, WANTAGE.

The Safest and Most Effectual Cure for Inflaminatiail

jj r.

pr-

the Eyes is
. , - .

Thwaites’ Celandine Lotion* d
Cures inflammation in a few hours. Neglected or badly p®
cases. 3or 4days is sufficient time to cure any case. pilH
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Lotion  Ows
ness of Sight.  Will remove Skin or Film that sojnetin* 0
on the Eye. As the eye is one of the most sensitive 0 b
the body, it needs the most careful treatment. o

Cullpeper says in his Herbal Book that if the
Celandine were generally known it would spoil the r pOstl
makers'trade. is. ij~d. per bottle, with directions; 1

stamps. j
G.THWAITES, Herbalist, 2 Church-row, Stockton-o»”
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THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING COMPANY

(LIMITED).

Registered, under the Companies Acts 1862 to 1890.
Capital .£5000 in Shares of £1 each. Ordinary Shares 4,000. Deferred Shares 1,000.

Ordinary Shares are still offered for Subscription, Payable as follows :—

2s-d. per share on Application, 5s. per Share on Allotment, and Subsequent Calls, at one month’s notice,
as may be required.

"E 1,000 Deferred Shares, bearing no dividend until Ordinary Shares receive 5 per cent, per annum, were all
ubscribed by Mr. G. W. Foote, of whom the Company acquired the Freethinker, the publishing stock, and
e goodwill of the business.
. I*'s hoped that Freethinkers, not only in Great Britain, but in all parts of the English-speaking world,
«»fedit to be their duty to take up Shares in this Company. By so doing they will help to sustain the
Publication of Freethought literature, and to render Freethought propaganda more effectual amongst the

general reading public.
Mr. G. W. Foote, who started the Freethinker in 1881, and has conducted it ever since, has bound himself

y agreement to act as Editor of the Freethinker, and as Managing Director of the Company, for a period of
ten years.
"fhe Company’s Registered Office is at 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate Hill, London, E.C. Copies of
TornPany’s Articles of Association can be obtained there from the Secretary, Miss E. M. Vance, together
1".Application Forms for Shares.
. he Company sells its own publications at this address, and all other Freethought and general advanced
‘cations. Orders for books, pamphlets, magazines, and journals are promptly executed.

NOW READY.

FOREIGN MISSI ONS:

THEIR DANGERS AND DELUSIONS.
. By C. COHEN.

°ntents :— General Considerations—-Financial— India— China and Japan— Africa and Elsewhere— Converting
the Jews— Conclusions.

Full of facts and figures. Ought to have a wide circulation.

Price Ninepence.

FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING Co., Ltd., i STATIONERS' HALL COURT, LONDON, E.C.

BIBLE ROMANCES.

By G W. FOOTE

\\gfel'~~The Creation Story— Eve and the Apple— Cain and Abel— Noah’s Flood— The Tower of Babel— Lot’s
Anir—~i e Ten Plagues— The Wandering Jews— Balaam’s Ass— God in a Box—Jonah and the Whale— Bible
a S~~A Virgin Mother— The Resurrection— The Crucifixion—John’s Nightmare.

THE SECOND (REVISED) EDITION COMPLETE.
160 Pages. Bound in Cloth. Price Two Shillings.
3, Free by Post at the Published Price.
_ |IE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING Co., Ltd., i STATIONERS’ HALL COURT, LONDON, E.C.

THE SHADOW OF THE SWORD.

By G. W. FOOTE.

A MORAL AND STATISTICAL ESSAY ON WAR.
SHOULD BE IN THE HANDS OF ALL REFORMERS.

Price Twopence.
TtE FREETNOUGHT PUBLISHING Co., Ltd., i STATIONERS’ HALL COURT, LONDON, E.C.
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NOW READY. NOW READY.
The Twentieth Century Edition

OF THE

AGE OF REASON.

THOMAS PAINE.

WITH A BIOGRAPHICAL INTRODUCTION & ANNOTATIONS

By O. W. FOOTE.
And a Beautiful Portrait of Paine.

ISSUED BY THE SECULAR SOCIETY, LIMITED.

Printed in fine New Type on Good Paper, and Published at the

Marvellously Low Price of Sixpence.
Postage of Single Copies, 2d.

THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING Co., Ltd.,, i STATIONERS HALL COURT, LONDON, E.C.

MR. F. J. GOULD

INGERSOLL: AGNOSTIC,CRITIC, & PROPHET

BEING

SUPPLEMENT TO “LITERARY GUIDE"”
(July ; 2d., by post 3d.).

The same issue of LITERARY GUIDE also contains articles by the late Mrs. E. Lynn Linton, Mrk
Charles T. Gorham, and “ A. G. W.,” and a second paper by Mr. Gould.

REVIEWS OF BEST FREETHOUGHT BOOKS, RANDOM JOTTINGS, BRIGHT PARAGRAPHS,

LONDON : WATTS & CO., 17 JOHNSON’'S COURT, FLEET STREET, E.C.

THE N.S.S.

Annual Excursion: To Box Hill and Dorking,

On SUNDAY, JULY 7, 1901

Special Train leaves London Bridge at 10 a.m., New Cross 10.5, Victoria 10.5, Clapham
Junction 10.10.

Tickets 2s. each ; Children under Twelve is.

Tickets obtainable from the General Secretary (Miss E. M. Vance), i Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate H1’
E.C. A Tea is being arranged for at 5 p.m. (is.), at which Mr. G. W. Foote will preside. As 1
number is limited, early application for Tickets should be made.

Printed and Published by The Freethought Publishing Co., Limited, 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, London, E.C.



